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751. Also, petition of Brooklyn Bar Association, favoring the
increase of salaries for Federal judges; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

752. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the
National Metal Trades Association of New York, favoring the
passage of House bill 4798; to the Committee on the Civil
Service.

753. Also, petition of the Edwards Bros, of Ann Arbor,
Mich., favoring the Perkins bill; to the Committee on Patents.

754, Also, petition of the New York City Federation of
Women's Clubs, urging a Federal investigation of the Ameri-
can Telegraph & Telephone Co., of which the New York Tele-
phone Co. is but a supsidiary; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

755. Also, petition of the Merchants Protective Association
of New York, favoring the passage of the Federal judges'
galary increase bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

756. Also, petition of the Salt Lake Hardware Co., of Salt
Lake City, Utah, favoring House bill 3857, the Gooding-Hoch
bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Sarturoay, February 20, 1926

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Almighty God, from whom cometh all wisdom, all righteous-
ness, and all power, regard us in mercy and hold not Thy Holy
Spirit from us. Unto Thee we come with onr failures and with
our sins and ask for divine compassion and forgiveness. Bring
our sounls into touch with the everlasting sonrces of our beings.
Inspire them with that spiritual quality which God, our heav-
enly Father, shares with His earthly children. Give us a
quenchless desire to serve and to love, born of hunger and rest-
less, until we find rest and peace in God. Bless all members of
this Chamber and all officers. If we make mistakes, may we
atone for them promptly ; if we have faults, may we try to cor-
rect them. Always encourage ns to keep our eyes toward the
future and ever toward the light. Through Jesus Christ our
Lord. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

PARKWAY COMMISSION

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a resolu-
tion fromn the Senate.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, That the House of Representatives be requested to return to
Senate the bill (H. R. 4785) entitled “An act to ensble the Rock
Creek and Potomae Parkway Commission to complete the aequisition of
the land authorized to be acquired by the publie buildings appropriation
aet, approved March 4, 1913, for the connecting parkway between Rock
Creek Park, the Zoological Park, and Potomac Park.”

The SPEAKER. Withont objection, the request of the Senate
will be complied with and the bill returned.
There was no objection,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
Tavror of Tennessee until February 24, 1926,
SOLOMON'S LODOE, XO. 1

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, yesterday morn-
ing, following the receipt of & message from the Senate an-
nouncing that certain bills had been passed, I made an inquiry
concerning Senate Joint Resolution 58, one of those which was
messaged. This was done upon the idea that the proper com-
mittee of the House had reported the bill, and therefore it could
be taken up and passed under the general rule. It was found
upon investigation that the House committee had not reported
the bill. It is a matter in which the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Epwaips] is directly interested, and 1 ask unanimous
consent that the gentleman from Georgia may have a moment
in which to make a statement,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the intentlons
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArRreTT] to try to assist
in the early passage of this resolution. I ask that the resolu-
tion be no longer held on the Speaker’s table, but referred to
the Committee on the Library, because I am sure we will get
an early report from that committee. I ask that the resolution
be given that direction.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will so refer the resolution.
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AIR MAIIL SERVICE
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol-
lowing re:olution of the Senate.
The Clerk vead as follows:

Ordered, That the House of Hepresentutives be requested to return to
the Scnate the Lill (8, 776) entitled “An act to authorize and provide
for the payment of the amounts expended In the econstruction of
hangars and the maintenance of fiying fields for the use of the alr mail
service of the Post Office Department.”

The SPEAKER. Without objeetion, the request of the Sen-
ate will be complied with amd the bill returned.
There was no objection.

THE REVENUE BILL

Mr. TILSON. Mr, Speaker, I wish to make a brief announce-
ment to the Honse. I am sure that all the Members are deeply
interested in the revenue bill and in knowing when the con-
ference report will be submitted to the House. After con-
sultation with the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee,
I am authorized to state to the House that it is his judgment
it will not be possible to have the conference report ready
for consideration before Tuesday morning, We had hoped that
we might reach it on Monday,

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILSON. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. Is that to interfere with the program that
has already been agreed upon with respeet to Tuesday?

Mr. TILSON. If it does, I think the House will be glad to
make good any time that is taken from the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. If it transpires that we
ean consider the conference report on Tuesday morning, I shall
then ask unanimons consent to extend the time for the con-
sideration of the business from the Interstate and Foreign
Commerce Commitfee. The gentleman from Kentucky will
realize that we are eager to consider the conference report on
thie revenue bill just as soon as we possibly can, but It is doubt-
ful whether it will be ready by Tuesday. However, I wish to
inform the Members that it is certain the bill can not be con-
sidered before Tuesday morning.

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION RILL

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R.
9341) making appropriations for the Executive Office and sun-
dry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and
offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and for other
PUrposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the independent offices appropriation bill, with
Mr, Becg in the chair.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill

The CHAIRMAN. By previous agreement there is one hour
remaining of general debate, one-half controlled by the gen-
tleman from Indiana and one-half by the gentleman from
Lounisiana [Mr. SAxprLin].

Mr. SANDLIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WHITEHEAD].

Mr. WHITEHEAD. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen
of the House, the last Cougress enacted a law authorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to determine tlie boundaries and
area of the proposed Shenandoah National Park in the Blue
Ridge Mountains of Virginia, to receive offers of donations,
and to secure options on lands within its area. No report has
yet been made to Congress. It is presumed that the Secretary
is waiting to be assured that the people of Virginia are snfii-
ciently interested in securing this great national park by
making the necessary offers and contributions before making
his report. My information is that the Old Dominion is
arousing herself rapidly to the realization of the importance
of this wonderful opportunity. The valley counties and north-
ern Virginia have naturally been more active and enthusiastic
than other parts of the State, but otler sections and localities
are becoming more and more interested as the time draws near
for the report of the Secretary of the Interior. For instance,
I notice from the Danville Register that the city of Danville,
in the district whieh T have the honor to represent and which is
located 150 miles or more from the proposed park, is determined
to subseribe its full quota. Commiitees are being formed in the
counties and cities of the several congressional districts
thronghout the State for the purpose of converting this pro-
posal into an assurance of success. On account of unpropitions
weather and seasons last year, it is not to be expected that
some parts of the rural districts will be able to contribute as
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largely as they desire, but it is confidently believed that all
will do their share.

There are many reasons why this section of the country

" should have a national park. Out of the 19 national parks
maintained and improved by the National Government only one
of them, Lafayette, in Maine, is located east of the Mississippi
River. The principal reason of this is, because the Govern-
ment owned large areas of land in the West especially suited for
park purposes, which could be easily converted into parks. In
fact, the central idea in the beginning of park making by the
Government was conservation of our forests. The first national
park was the Hot Springs Park, established in 1832, and the
second was Yellowstone, established 40 years afterwards, in
1872. It was many years after the establishment of these parks
before the Congress bezan to make appropriations for their
improvement as places of recreation and education of the
American people,

The great demand for national parks and for beantifying
those already in existence did not begin until the World War,
when travel to Europe by American tourists and sight-seers was
automatically stopped on account of the war. For several
years preceding the war it was estimated that Americans
traveling abroad for pleasure and sight-seeing expended around
$300.000,000 per year in Hurope alone. During the war this
class of people began to travel in our own country, and they
found that the seenic beauty of the United States was equal to
that of any other part of the world. The result has been a
great increase in the number of tourists and visitors to our
national parks since the war, and an actual decrease in travel
abroad. For instance, the Director of National Parks in his
report for 1924 states that in 1913 the number of visitors to our
national parks and monuments was 251,703, and in 1924 was
1,670,908, an increase of 563 per cent, while foreign travel of
Americans in 1913 was 245,192, and in 1923 was 241,640, a de-
crease of 1.5 per cent. This shows that the American people
are waking up to a realization of the fact that in the constella-
tion of nations we are not only at the top of the list in agricul-
ture, commerce, finance, and manufactures, but that our moun-
taing, our forests, our streams, our geysers, Our caverns, our
caseades, our falls, our pinnacles, our lakes, and our sky-lines
are as wonderful in thelr beauty and as sublime in their grau-
deur a4s any on the face of the earth. You remember in Jean
Valjean when Hugo digressed long enough to write those
grand essays on genius and nature, he says that “ There could
be no Alps without Jura." We could say that there could be no
Rockies without Pikes Peak, no falls without the Yosemite,
Great Falls and Niagara, no Alaskan range without Mount Me-
Kinley, no canyons without Grand Canyon, no trees without
sequolas, no mountain lakes without the Sylvan and the Crater,
no geysers without Old Faithful, no boiling springs without
Hot Springs, and no mountain roads without The Needles.

Our American tourists and travelers have been pouring gold
into the lap of Europe for many years in an effort to gratify
that nniversal instinet of love of the beauties of nature. Now
that we have made it possible and preferable to indulge this
pleasurable passion in the wonderiands of our own country,
we should in turn invite our Eurcopean friends to come over
and take luncheon around the hearthstone of Amercian nature
under the great blue cloth which she has spread over our moun-
tains in full view of the beautiful green carpet covering the
peaceful valleys alongside. I am sure that Virginia will be
glad to join in this invitation with the hope that by the time
the season is open the proposed Shenandoah Park will be
numbered among the national parks of the country. If Vir-
¢inia did not have a suitable location and site for a park, we
could not hope for this good fortune, but the fact is that
the proposed Shenandeah Natlonal Park meets all the require-
ments laid down by Secretary Work and the Southern
Appalachian National Park Committee. These reguirements
are:

1. Mountaln ecenery with
detalls.

2. Areas sufficiently extensive and adaptable so that annually
millions of viesitors might enjoy the benefits of outdoor life and com-
munion with nature without the confusion of overcrowding

3. A substantial part to contailn forests, shrubs, and flowers, and
mountain streams with picturesque cascades and waterfalls overhung
with follage, all untouched by the hand of man.

4, Abundant springs and streams available for camps and fishing.

5. Opportanities for protecting and developing the wild 1ife of the
area and the whole to be a natural musenm, preserving outstanding
features of the southern Appalachians ms they appeared in the early
ploneer days.

0. Accessibility by rall and road.

inspiring perspectives and delightful
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Secretary Work, in his report addressed to the gentleman
from Oregon [Mr. Sixnorr], chairman of the Commitfee on
the Public Lands, and dated January 26, 1925, after referring
to the site of the proposed Shenandoah National Park as the
first choice of the committee, says:

The site in the Blue Ridge Monuntains selected by the committee is
within a three-hour ride of the National Capital and readily accessible
to a population of 40,000,000 people. Its scenic qualities fully mensure
up to national-park standards, and it lies in a region rich in associa-
tions with the early history of our country and particularly of the
HRevolutionary and Civil War periods.

Apgain in that report the committee, with the approval of the
Secretary of the Interior, refers to the Blue Ridge Mountains
of Virginia as the “ outstanding and logical place for the crea-
tion of the first national park in the southern Appalachians,™

Giving some of the facts upon which the committee based its
opinion in the selection of the proposed Shenandoah region as
first choice, the report says:

It has many canyons and gorges, with beauntiful cascading streams.
It has some splendid primeval forests, and the opportunity is there
to develop an animal refuge of national importance. Along with the
whole southern Appalachians, this area is full of historic interest, the
mountaing looking down on valleys with their many .battie flelds of
Revolutlonary and Civil War periods, and the birthplaces of many
of the Presidents of the United States. Within easy access are the
famous eaverns of the Shenandoah Valley.

The greatest single feature, however, is a possible skyline drive
along the mountain top following a continuous rldge and looking down
westerly on the Shenandoah Valley from 2,500 to 3,500 feet below,
and also commanding a view of the Piedmont plain stretching easterly
to the Washington Monument, which landmark of our National Capital
may be seen on a clear day. Few scenic drives in the world could
surpass it. )

We therefore recommend the creation of a national park in the part
of the Blue Ridge Mountains of Virginia above described and shown
approximately on the accompanying map.

We have not attempted to estimate the cost of acquiring this area
ag we are not sure that it falls within the scope of our committee's
work. We sugzest, however, that a spirit of constructive cooperation
on the part of the State of Virginia and among some of the largze
Iandowners of this region with whom we have been In touch promises
reagonable prices and perhaps a number of donations.

The gentlemdn from Penusylvania [Mr. Tesmrre], who was
chairman of this committee, made a beautiful and historical
contribution to the subject in his statement before the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands when he said:

Within the poundaries indicated there are features that I will ven-
ture to say are little known even to Virginians who live near by, for
we learned that the men who went with our committee were as much
surprised at the prlncipal featuregs in that tract as the members of
the committee were. ’

Mr, SaiTH. How did you travel—on horseback?

Mr. TeMmprLE. On horseback and on foot.

Mr. Taomas. Did it do you any harm to travel on foot?

Mr. TempLe. It did us a great deal of good. When I was in there
with Colonel Smith we spent about a week going on horseback to places
inaccessible to wheeled vehicles. In some places, however, there ars
ronds that cross the tract; the proposed Lee Highway crosses ahout
one-third the way south from the northern tip and the old Spottswood
Trall crosses about one-third of the way north from the southern end.
Governor Spottswood, of Virginia, in 1716 organized a group of men
around the Virginia court, if we may call it that, to go exploring in
that section. They followed an old Indian trail; they shod their
horses for that purpose, we are told, which was not éommon in Vir-
ginia In those days. They reached a point on the Blue Ridge from
which they could see down into the Shenandoah Valley. At that point
a monument has been bullt recently. Governor Spottswood and his
companions went on down into the valley and took possesslon of It in
the name of King George. He gave the name Fuphrates to the river
now known as the Shenandoah, and buried a bottle In the valley with
& paper in it taking possession of the valley of the Euphrates in the
name of King George. That was something over 200 years ago.

The historical interest as well as the scenic beauty of this park
will be very great. There are many historical battle flelds in the
Shenandoah Valley; the residences of men who were not only great
Virginians but great Americans are within easy distance of the park
itself. The great caverns at Luray and elsewhere in the valley, while
not included within the boundaries of the park, are easily accessible,

The statement of Col. Glenn 8. Smith, chief engineer, United
States Topographie Service, is not only important in its por-
trayal of the scenic beauty of the area where the proposed
park is to be located, but is a most valuable suggestion fo the
people of Virginla of the great financial as well as social bene-
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fits which will follow in the wake of the establishment of this
park to the whole State. I quote from his statement as follows :

The location of this park, being as it is practically halfway between
Canada and the Gulf and only a few hundred miles from the Atlantie
Ocean, lies in the midst of 40,000,000 of people that are accessible to
that area, within a day's ride on the train or within two days’ ride
in automobiles, so one of the greatest problems facing the park located
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words of the great dramatist, they will find “ tongues in trees,
books in the running brooks, sermons in stones, and good in
everything." [Applause.]

Mr. SANDLIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the
| gentleman from North Carolina [Ar. ABERNETHY].
| Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
| committee, I do not rise for the purpose of discussing great

in the Blue Ridge will be the one of taking care of the people. There Matters of state, but to extend to the House an Invitation to

is probably no park anywhere In the United States that would have
such a large number of people living in the immediate vicinity to take
advantage of the park. In fact, it would be, you might say, a great
municipal park, capable of being developed like one of our great parks
in the neighborhood of the large cities; for instance, like the Interstate
Park, of which Major Welch is the chief engineer, In the vicinity of
New York.

This park, I would like to say, has all the features that we find
anywhere in the Blue Ridge in a very small area. It has mountain
peaks; we call them peaks; they rise on the East from an elevation
of about 600 feet up to 4,000 or 4,200 feet, which is the highest, and
on the west slde, from about 1,000 feet, so it gives a relief of about
8,200 feet; from 38,000 to 3,600 feet, * ¢ *

The waterfalls and cascades number hundreds, and there are
beautiful cascades; they do not compare with some of the cascades
on the west coast and in the Rockies, but they run for several miles,
falls running from 20 to 100 feet; not short falls, but cascades.

Colonel 8mith also refers to the trout streams in that sec-
tion of the Blue Ridge Mountains whose mileage aggrezates
around five or six hundred miles, and he says:

They are trout streams with trout in them, which would give fish-
fng, under certain restrictions, in the park in the fishing season.

The most exacting could not wish for better evidence of the
fitness of the proposed site, containing about 430,000 ncres,
for a great national park in this section of the Nation, and
YVirginians are gratified to know that the Secretary of the In-
terior and the distingnished committee appointed by him have
awarded the first choice to the “Mother of States.” This is a
compliment which we prize most highly. While we are well
aware of the fact that no consideration was given to the ques-
tion of the genealogy of the States, I venture to believe that
it might not be considered unbecoming in me to refer to the
pride which the mother State takes in her offspring. A bit of
the history of her motherhood might be interesting.

When Sir Walter Raleigh sent his first expedition to the
New World in 1584, there were two small ships, one under the
command of Capt. Philip Amidas, and the other commanded
by Capt. Arthur Barlow. They landed in July of that year
at Roanoke Island, now a part of North Carolina. While ex-
ploring the neighboring country they met with the Indians,
and inquired of them the name of the country. The Indians
informed them that its name was Wingandacoa—the word
meaning “What pretty clothes yon wear.” When ithe expedi-
tion returned to England, Queen Elizabeth summoned Captain
Amidas and Captain Barlow to the royal palace for a report.
During the conversation with the Queen she was told that the
name of the new ecountry was Wingandacoa. At this, however,
the Queen demurred and immediately informed the two cap-
tains that she christened it then and there Virginia, in honor
of herself. For many years afterwards all the region in
America claimed by England was known as Virginia,

Capt. John Smith, in the history of his travels, .devotes a
chapter to “The sixth voyage, 1608, to another part of Vir-
ginia,” in which he gives the boundaries of Virginia as follows:

But this Virginia is & country in America between the degrees of
84 and 45 of north latitude. The bounds thereof on the east side are
the great ocean; on the south lIyeth Florida; on the north Nova
Francia; as for the west thereof tke limits are unknown.

These boundaries are verified in the preamble of the charter
of James I, executed in 1608, making grants to the London Co.
and the Plymouth Co., in the following language:

To make habitation, plantation, and to deduce a colony of our people
into that part of America commwonly called Virginia, situate, lying,
and being all along the sea coasts between 4° and 30° northerly lati-
tude from the eguinoctial line and 5° and 40° of the same latitude.

| eat some of the famous North Carolina Smyrna Bay oysters,
['heginning at noon in the House restaurant below, on Monduy,
| February 22. These oysters are furnished to me through the
courtesy of a constituent of mine, Mr. J. B. Woodland, of More-
head City, N. C. They will be served in the restaurant of the
House, beginning at noon. The Speaker, the Members of the
House, the House officers, and members of the press are all
invited. [Applause.]

Mr., WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
| tleman from Washington [Mr. SumMMERs],

Mr, SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, no nation
ever became rich and great and powerful by swapping dollars
with itself, - [Applause.]

In all of these America is the premier Nation of the world
to-day, but America can not long maintain her supremsacy with-
out a merchant marine.

Many years ago, when I first entered several European ports,
I was surprised and humiliated to find there passenger and
cargo vessels floating all flags except the Stars and Stripes.

My desire to see the American flag on the seven seas has’
never waned. It is then with no inconsiderable interest that I
present a brief statement of the American Emergency Fleet
as we find it to-day. My remarks, of course, do not include pri-
vately owned American vessels sailing now under the American
flag.

Two hundred and ninety-three eargo ships, 24 passenger, and
21 tankers, a total of 338 ships, were operuted by the United
States Emergeucy Fleet Corporation in 1924,

In 1925 there were 299 cargo, or freight, vessels operated, 20
passenger, and 14 tankers, or oil carrying vessels—a total of 333,

The 20 passenger vessels operate from Seattle to the Orient
and from New York to the British Isles and north Europe.

The freight vessels go to all parts of the world, a8 the follow-
ing table will indicate:

To—

Northern Europe o 6o
United . Klngdom and Ireland. e oo 60
Japan, Chine, and the Philippines_ 44
Bouth America a0
Afrien -l R 14
Southern Euroge and Mediterranean 5 13
Australia and New Zealand_______ 11
Scandinavian and Baltie 8
West Indlea 2

During the fiscal year of 1924 the total operating revenue
amounted to $103,625,416.83. The expenses were $141,046,601.33.

During 1925 the revenue from ships was $100,460,150.07. The
expenses were $128,319,166.18,

On December 31, 1925, there were 800 steel cargo ships tied
up. This included 186 ships sold to the Ford Co. but not yet
delivered. This laid-up fleet is in the harbors of New York,
Philadelphia, Norfolk, Mobile, New Orleans, Orange (Tex.),
San Franciseo, Poriland (Oreg.), and Seaitle.

On the average two caretakers are assigned to each ship. In
1925 it cost $2,845,633.30 to maintain these laid-up vessels.

During the fiscal year 1925 a total of 58 ships were sold.
Since July 1, 1925, the Fleet Corporafion has sold American
private owners—the American Export Line, 18 ships; the Pan
America Line, 4 ships; the Sonth Africa Line, 5§ ships; the
Pacific-Argentine-Brazil Line, 6 ships; and 2 to W. R. Grace
Co. and 68 to other private owners.

As you know, the American merchant marine is what we have
left over from ships built during the war. The United States
Lines are operated under the supervision of the Fleet Corpora-
tion, which itself is under the general supervision of the United
States Shipping Board. The shipping policy of the United
States is very well defined in a recent letter from the Shipping
Board to imperters, exporters, and shippers:

The merchant marine act defines the shipping policy of the United
States to be the doing of whatever may be necessary to develop Amer-

Virginia takes delight in the fact that she has so0 many | fcan vessels sufficient to carry the greater portion of our commerce.
beauntiful daughters and granddaughters carved out of this| The United States Shipping Board was directed by the Congress to
great area south of the Canadian border, all the way down the | establish strategic trade routes and to operate such vessels on steam-
Atlantic coast to and including parts of Sonth Carolina and |

Georgia; and when the Shenandoah National Park is estab-
lished the old mother State will be expecting all of them to
pay her a visit to view the “ divine sculpture and architecture ”

[

l to furnishing adequate, regular, certain, and permanent service. Buch

ship lines as in Its judgment are desirable for the promotion, develop-
ment, expansion, and maintenance of the forelgn trade, with a view

lines in permanent service have been established and are in eficient

of this twentieth national university of nature, where, in the | operation. Due to limited appropriations, however, the full program
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of carrying a major portion of American commerce In American ships
can not be accomplished for the present, nor could it be done at all
without the fullest cooperation of you and other American Shippers.

The Shipping Board operates no vessels in the coastwise trade and
it operates no vessels in the foreign trade In competition with pri-
vately owned American vessels, Excluding the West Indies services
and certain industrial carriers, of the three hundred and odd vessels
now engaged in overseas foreign trade under the American flag, only
2@ are privately owned and more than 275 are operated by the Gov-
ernment under the direction of the Bhipping Board. It having proven
impossible to transfer the vessels to private American capital under
present world conditions, the sltnation is this: Government operation or
no operation at all under the American fag.

Transportation charges, when domestic, can be regulated by Con-
gress through Government agency. Discriminatory charges against
American commerce on the ocean can be prevented only by the opera-
tion of ships under the flag of the Nation, therefore but for these
vessels the American Importers and exporters would be without woice
in the determination of ocean freight charges that insure protection
to those elements in our industrial life from the farmer to the
consumer,

The Shipping Board does not operate in competition with
privately owned American-flag lines. As soon a#s the Shipping
Board finds that the American-flag owners are properly pro-
tecting the routes they take their vessels off. It is the policy
of the Government not fo run in competition with American-flag
vessels. When they are assured that the trade is taken care
of they will withdraw.

Testimony before our committee indieates that prior to the
establishment of the United States lines freight often wandered
over the seas under foreign flags and was long delayed in
reaching its destination, thus hindering American commerce.

Freight now goes direet from New York to South American
ports in about 24 days, whereas under foreign flags it sometimes
went first to Europe and then back to South America.

In an unusunally instructive address on January 29 our col-
league, WiLLian E. Hury, in speaking of South American trade,
sald:

The merchant marine now established by the United States is the
most important of all. You can now write a letter to the United
States from Buenos Aires with an order and have the goods at the
store door in 44 days, and before three to four and sometimes six
months was necessary to make the delivery. Quick mail dellvery, quick
service in the transportation of United States products, and reliable
guaranteed goods will gradually win the South American and make
bhim our friend and customer. Whatever may happen, we should never
allow our boats now going to South Ameriea to be sold to irresponsible
people, and when they are sold we shonld in some way subsidize them,
so that they may not be ran off the seas by the competition of our
rivals.

I have been informed by a wheat exporter of my State of
Washington that the ability to promptly secure a United States
cargo vessel has often furnished a prompt market at top prices
for American export wheat. Had such vessels not been avail-
able, then the farmer would have been in the grip of his com-
petitor.

It is interesting to note that 921,325 tons of wheat and 523,641
tons of flour were exported in American bottoms in 1925. Logs
and lumber topped the list of exports, wheat followed, then
petroleum, then raw cotton.

I shall insert a table giving all commodities in detail :

Principal commodities carried by United Btates Bhipp!:lf Board during
fiscal year 1925 (in cargo tons of 2,240 pounds)

[From Bureau of Research Report No. 275]

° Commodities {50,000 cargo tons or over) Imports Exports Total

Vegetables and products... ... .. ..o
Coconuts and copra....._.
Other fruits and nots______
Bugar

Petroleum, candle__..__._____ . .
Iron and steel and manufactures.

Dyeing and t ﬁﬁ_ﬁi_r.l_.é ‘mater
Ohemicals, not elsewhere specified. _
Beeds

Wheat. .
Badey .
arley___ 207
Whent Iluur...____.____.__.._. 523, ¢l 528, il
Meat, fish, and dairy products. 115, 234 115, 234
go:)tuwu and manufactures. . __ 61, 782 61, 782
ORLOM, TRw s o e 668, 838 668, 838
Petrolewm and produets..o.oeeeoooooeoeooeoo b BT, 478 BOT, 478

Principal commodities carried by United Stotes Shipping Board during
fiscal year 1925 (in cargo tons of 2200 pounds)—Continued

Commeodities (50,000 cargo tons or over) Imports Exports Total

Machinery (including sgricultural) 80,180 80,180
Veljelas o= isbi i mher e = B2, T78 82,778
Copper and manufactures. ___ 128,838 128, 838
REOSTERAtS MO CTE S S = L R T 1 Nl 16 (e o ] 238, 206 238, 294
NavalBlofiel=n o0 iine S s e e s i e e 97, 804 07, 804
Allothes. v u i i Al 854, 935 670, 263 1, 525, 188

Total, United States Shipping Board_.__| 2,498,843 | 6,377,081 8,873, 924

Mr. Chalrman, an adegquate merchant marine sailing under
the American flag Is the best gnaranty of fair prices and fair
dealing in the marts of the world for the products of American
farms, American factories, and American labor. But we can
not maintain an American merchant marine without support
of American exporters and importers.

In my opinion, a widespread campaign of education and
organization in behalf of American boats should be undertaken
throughout America. Our recent experience with British rab-
ber and the following letter from a British shipper peint to
that necessity :

AMERICAN LINES.

DeAr Sigs: In reply to your letters of the 18th and 28th wultimo.
On no consideration whatever will my customers or myself receive any
goods that are shipped by other steamers than British, especially from
the United States of America,

To enable us to pay the pound of flesh and blood which the United
States of America demands from us we must do our best to support
British ships.

Yours faithfully, WM. H. BaNkiER,

The committee was also told of a large order for American
automobiles on which a postscript stated they would not be
accepted except in British bottoms.

I suggest that American importers and exporters paste this
letter above the office desk and remember the American mer-
chant marine,

Our merchant marine is one of our best guaranties of peace.
It is indispensable in time of war. In peace times and in war
it concerns every American citizen. It is the sheet anchor of
American commerce, and commerce does not reside in seaports
alone. It reaches into our grain fields, our cotton fields, our
orchards, our mines, our forests, fisheries, and factories. It
touches every man who labors, every man who produces.

A steady increase of Atlantic and Gulf ports shipping no
doubt will oceur. The commerce of the Pacific, and especially
of Portland and Puget Sound ports, will go forward by leaps
and bounds. Their strategic location several hundred miles
nearer Alaska and the ever-increasing hordes of Asia guaran-
tees their growth. We welcome to our ports the fleets and the
shipping of all nations.

But the question of the future is, Shall the British merchant
marine continue to master our Atlantic ports, and shall Japa-
nese or American ships dominate the Pacific? [Applause.]

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. StroNG].

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee, I wish to call the attention of Members of Con-
gress to House bill 7895, which I have introduced, proposing a
brief amendment to the Federal reserve act, but an amendment
which, if adopted, may have a far-reaching effect, namely, the
stabilization of the price level of commodities in general.

This amendment is to section 14 of the Federal reserve act,
paragraph (d). This section and paragraph provide that—

Every Federal reserve bank shall have power * * * (d) to estab-
lish from time to time, subject to review and determination of the
Federal Reserva Board, rates of discount to be charged by the Federal
reserve bank for each class of paper, which shall be fixed with a view
of accommodating commerce and business—

The amendment strikes out the words “and business” and
adds—
and promoting a stable price level for commodities In general—

And further adds—

All the powers of the Federal reserve system shall be used for
promoting stabllity in the price level.

The meaning of price level is the average of prices for com-
modities in general at wholesale. This average of prices is
indicated by an index number, so that as the measurement
takes place month after month the changes in the index num-
ber deseribe the changes in the height of the price level. I
have here a chart showing the price level for this country since
1909. Notice how this price level went up like a skyrocket
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during the World War and later came down even more rapidly,
since which time it has been fluctuating up and down between
140 and 165. At the right-hand side of the chart is shown the
even condition of the price level that would result from the
stabilization of the general price level.

This chart is constructed from data supplied by the United
States Department of Labor; which measures the price level
for the use of mankind; and so does Dun's Review, and Brad-
street’'s Weekly, and Prof. Irving Fisher, of Yale University.

This chart presents the changes in the price level—the
changes in the average of the prices for commodities in general
at wholesale, in this Nation.

Stated in another form, this chart pictures the changes in
the purchasing power of United States money. The Constitu-
tion provides that—

Congress is empowered * * *
value thereof,

Now the proposal is that Congress shall instruet the mem-
bers of the Government commission, the Federal Reserve

to coln money and regulate the
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Board, to use the powers of the Federal reserve system for
promoting stability in the value of money—stability in the
price level for commodities in general. Our yardstick has a
stable number of inches and our money should be stabilized in
its purchasing power. Stable money is the ideal gold standard.

This price level now stands at about 160, a drop from 251,
and my bill instructs the officials in the Federal reserve
system to use the powers of the system “for promoting sta-
bility in the price level.” In other words, in place of the
existing discretionary power In a majority of the eight com-
missioners on the Federal Reserve Board to bring on falling
prices, they should be obliged by law to hereafter operate the
great Federal reserve system to maintain stability in the
index number of general prices—the price level.

I am speaking of the average of prices, the price level.
This average of prices for commodities at wholesale is repre-
sented by what is termed an “index number,” which aceun-
rately shows the height of the price level month after month
and year after year. The chart which I am showing has for

its index number a measurement each month by the Depart-

PRICE-LEVEL CHART
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ment of Labor in its Burean of Statistics, nising the wholesale
prices of about 300 commodities and striking an average,
which is represented by the index number. These commodi-
ties fluctuate in price among themselves according to  the
changes in supply and demand, and at the same time another
deflation would again lower the prices of practically all prod-
ucts at wholesale, 1

Furthermore, all the countries of the earth would be inju-
riously affected, along with the evil effects in this Natlon.
That is, each nation throughout the world is endeavoring to
maintain a stable par of exechange in its transactions of busi-
ness with other peoples, and gold prices are the standard,
actually dominated by the Federal Reserve Board in this
country.

My bill when adopted will promote stability in the prica
level. The time has come, in my judgment, when the Congress
of the United States, to whom is confided the exercise of the
power “to coin money” and to “regmlate the value thereof,”
should declare for stability. Now is the opporfune time in the
world’s history when the needed stability can be attained.

We have mearly two-thirds of the world's gold and so can
safely instruet for stability in the gold standard of prices.

In 1913 the Federal reserve bill of Senator Owen actually
had ir it a provision instructing the Federal reserve system
to be so operated by its officials as to “ promote stability in
the price level.” Furthermore, I am informed that this was
written in the bill after it had been agreed to by the President
and his financial advisers, but the World War was about to be
fought and the time had not yet arrived for this great advance
in the industrial and business world; but now the conditions
are completely ripe in all directions. In addition to the essen-
tial factors for the maintaining of stability in the price level
which I have mentioned are the additional elements:

First. The maintenance of the existing price level will be the
moest nearly just, as between debtors and creditors, taking into
account the conditions as a whole.

Second. A further lowering of gold prices in this country will
injure every human being in this world who is not a creditor
in considerable degree; and even those large creditors are
where they do not need more weaith, and they are vitally con-
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cerned in making world conditions safe from the revolutionary
radicalism which flares up whenever falling prices set in and
unemployment increases.

Third. ¥or now the sixth year a ecrisis has existed for the
farming population, and one of the remedies is for Congress to
instruct the Federal reserve officials to promote stability.

Why should we not seek to stabilize the general price level
for the good of all, business, agriculture, and industry? Is it
not time to take the money question out of polities or any
special class? And at the same time develop the prosperity of
all of our citizens and assist the world at large, for our Federal
Reserve Board is controlling the gold price level of the entire
world. Should not this gold standard of prices be a stable
standard, to result in stable money and no longer be a standard
that acts like a jumping jack, as is shown in the price level?

I ask the serious consideration of Members of the House to
this proposition. I have asked the chairman of my Committee
on Banking and Currency for a hearing on the bill T have intro-
duced, and I have been assured that such opportunity will be
given. _If there is any objection to such legislation, 1 hope the
Members will not hesitate to come to me and present their
arguments. I have been for seven years a member of the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency and have been trying to build
up and strengthen our financial systems, both for agricultural
and commercial interests. I do not want to do anything to
weaken or impair them, but if we can, by such an amendment,
stabilize the price level of commodities in general, why should
we not do so? [Applause.]

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WHEELER].

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion there is no
greater problem before the country to-day than that which
confronts us in the agricultural situation. It is so important
and of such interest to so many people that it will require
the anost earnest, careful, and intelligent consideration on our
part if we are to accomplish anything worth while in the
solution of this great problem.

Every class of industry and labor has had its share of con-
sideration and has secured such legislation as seemed best
adapted to its success and development. Now, the time has
come when the great number of our people engaged in the
pursuit of agriculture must be considered and every measure
possible advanced to bring relief to this great farming popu-
lation.

Farming must, like any other business, be so conducted as
to insure a fair profit for both labor and investment. Other-
wise we ean not expect high-class men to invest labor and
money in farms. The present conditions can only result in
driving from the farm the active, intelligent young men who
are so soon to take up the burdens when we lay them down.

The present situation is in a large degree a result of the
World War, or perhaps it is more nearly correct to say that
long-existing conditions have been brought to a climax by the
World War.

During the period between 1914 and 1920 the demand for
food was so urgent that the larger production was secured
by increased acreage. The war terminated some months
earlier than had been expected; we had a large surplus of
food produets, but the other nations had no means with which
to buy.

As a result prices on farm products began to drop early in
1920, and in some cases brought less than one-half the cost
of production. The farmer not being sufficiently protected
by legislation, which has provided for a protected market for
the products of labor and industry, has been confronted by
such serious conditions that he is at last compelled to turn
to_the Government for relief measures that will not only
correct present conditions but give some assurance of better
conditions in the future.

Agriculture must be placed on a8 sound a business basls as
any other Industry or occupation, for all industries, professions,
and occupations are so related and so mutually dependent that
when one fails all are affected. This is particularly true of
the great business of agriculture, for upon its success the Nation
depends for its food supply; and we know that a lack of food
either in quantity or quality would soon effect the efficiency of
our entire population.

To place agriculture on a business basls, inefficient farming
methods must be overcome by study of more sclentific methods
of production and methods of decreasing the cost of production.
The farmers are meeting this requirement by such agencles as
the Farm Bureau, institutes, schools for agriculture and farm
publications.

But to establish this work and make it worth while we must
give earnest consideration to such measures as will bring relief
now and insure future success,
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Recently the House of Representatives passed the cooperative
marketing bill, which is a step in the right direction. I con-
fidently believe the Senate will pass this meritorious measure,

‘While for some time there seemed to be a lack of unity among
our farmers as to their approval of measures most necessary
to meet the present situation, there is evidence now of an in-
creasing understanding and a mutual agreement on fundamental
principles which will form a good working basis for framing
practical farm-relief measures.

Personally, I regard the agricultural problem of such vital
importance that I hope that Congress will not adjourn until we
huve passed some very necessary farm-relief leglslation. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr., SANDLIN, Mr. Chairman, I yleld the remainder of my
time, 14 minutes, to the gentleman from Illinols [Mr. Arxonn].

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend and revise my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I desire to take the short time allotted to me to-day in
this debate to again call attention to some of the conditions
existing in the agricultural sections of this country. Coming
as 1 do from a great agricultural State, of course my mind and
thoughts are directly interested in that subjeet. I think the
agricultural situation, the consideration of agricultural prob-
lems, transcend in importance any legislation that has been
before the Congress or that may be brought before the Con-
gress. We have heard a great deal of talk about tax reduc-
tion and economy. Of course, we are all in favor of economy,
and we all join heartily in tax reduction. I am glad to see
by the morning's paper that the conferees of the House and the
Senate have gotten together and have ironed out the differ-
ences in the bill as it passed the House and Senate. There
is no question now but that the people will have the reduction
afforded them by the present tax measure, and that that redue-
tion will be available fo the income-tax payers for the 1925
incomes. It seems to me that we should now turn our atten-
tion to the consideration of the agricultural situation and give
the farmers of the country remedial relief.

I do not desire to dwell at length upon the unfortunate
plight of agriculture at this time. I would prefer to talk about
more pleasant things, and I would not refer to it at all did I
not think it might aid in some small measure in speeding up
some remedial relief.

There are some forty millions of people directly engaged in
agriculture in this country, and all are more or less dependent
on agriculture for food and clothing. It is important for
the well-being of the people of this country to have the equi-
librium between agriculture and industry restored, if that is
possible. Certainly we can at least partially aid in bringing
about a better equality and we owe it to the country to put
forth our best efforts along this Jine.

The security and independence of the Nation depends upon
a well-balanced equilibrium between the food-produecing public
and our various commercial and industrial activities. Other
industrial and commercial activities may prosper temporarily
with an unhealthy agriculture, but their prosperity can not be
sustained and permanent in the absence of a healthy, prosper-
ous agriculture. Unfortunately, the scales are out of balance
at the present time, and we are being transformed from an
agricultural into a commercial Nation, at the expense of
agriculture, at a pace all to rapid for the well-being of the
American people.

Ours was a virgln soll, fertile and seemingly inexhaustible,
when our forefathers first trod upon it. It Is the foundation
of our great economle superstructure. From it has sprung our
mills, factories, cities, and our vast national wealth, Our un-
precedented rise in the field of commercialism, our enviable
commercial position among the nations of the world, is directly
traceable to our vast food supply obtained at most reasonable
prices. It is the foundation upon which the greatmess and
grandeur of America is builded. Unfortunately, we have
attained this exalted position in the business and commercial
world largely at the expense of a depleted soil fertility, and
as a result thereof great farms that were once ancestral home-
steads, teeming with life and action, are now lIying idle and
abandoned. Vast acres that once gave forth bountiful harvests,
by reason of our policy of robbing the soil of its fertility, no
longer respond to efforts of their possessors by producing suf-
ficiently to repay costs of operations, and are gradually, by
force of necessity, being thrown info the discard of neglected
and abandoned areas.

But a few years ago about two-thirds of our population were
engaged in tilling the soil and kindred pursuits. Now about
one-third are so engaged, But a few years ago less than one-
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quarter of our entire population was urban. The census of
1920 discloses that more than one-half reside in the cities and
towns, and are engaged in commereial and industrial pursuits,
and the movement from the country to the cities has been
greatly accelerated during the past five years.

What has brought about this change and when will this
exodus from rural communities to urban centers cease? If
is not entirely economic. It is due in large part fo special
legislation enacted in the interest of industrial and com-
mercial activities. During the colonial period and in the early
days of the Republic, our manufactured articles came largely
from abroad. Our forefathers, with wise acumen, clearly
saw that the establishment of a well-balanced relation between
agriculture and commercial industry was necessary for a self-
sustaining, independent people and with that end in view
fostered and developed commercial industry by staylng the
inroads of destructive foreign competition by well-established
commercial industries of the Old World with our newborn
jndustries to enable our infant industries to thrive and prosper
free from the demoralizing effects of foreigm competition.
This was the ineeption of our tariff system in this country.
Wise and beneficent in its origin, purposes, and early adminis-
tration, its beneficlaries, having tasted the fruits of special
privilege and possessing an insatiate desire for undue advan-
tage, have been knocking at the door of Congresses from time
to time for a fuller measure of that special privilege, although
these infant industries have long since outgrown their swad-
dling clothes and have become great, powerful combinations
of trade and capital successfully competing in the markets
of the world. They usually got what they demanded, and not
content with a fair tariff the acme of special privilege was
' granted them at their behest through the enactment of the so-
called Fordney-MeCumber tariff law now in effect.

Our national Congress has gone entirely too far in voting
gpecial privileges to the commercial and industrial classes of
the people, and as a result thereof a great disparity has arisen
between agriculture and these other interests. This must be
corrected. We have by this system put props under highly
protected Interests in the nature of special-privilege enact-
ments, and they have come to look upon special privilege in
their behalf as a governmental function, and that the Govern-
ment is not functioning properly unless it continues from year
to year to put them up a little higher on the stilts of special
privilege, while at the same time agriculture is left to trudge
along as best it can without similar assistance.

Agriculture can not keep pace with commercial industry under
such unequal handicaps, and as a result we are fast being trans-
formed into a commercial, industrial Nation at the expense of
our real basic industry, agriculture. These commercial indus-
tries tell ms they can not prosper without the tariff subsidy. It
would seem that a business that can not sunbsist without a
governmental subsidy and that must be propped up by special
privilege is indeed on an unstable foundation. But these same
interests, when it is proposed to give agriculture some equiva-
lent special consideration, ery loud and long. If we do not tear
down the high tariff wall which props up their economic strue-
ture, and that would be the logical, conservative, and efficient
thing to do in the interest of agriculture, then fairness and jus-
tice demand that we enaet some special legislation in the in-
terest of agriculture that will at least have a tendency to put
props under agriculture raising it somewhat to a parity with
the special benefits aceruing to eommercial industry through the
operation of the present high tariff.

As we produce much more of agricultural commeodities than
we consume in this country and have an exportable surplus in
all basic farm commodities, it is clear that a direct tarift
will not operate In the interest of agriculture, so some plan
must be devised that will give the farmer similar advantages
if present tariff schedules are to stand. If every inferest is
given an equal amount of special privilege, of course, they are
but little better off in the end than if none were given, and in
a much less stable position, but fairness and justice demands
that we do not legislate in the interest of some classes at the
expense of others and that all should receive our consideration
alike.

The policy of a protective tariff seems to be firmly entrenched
in our economic structure. At any rate, under the present ad-
ministration and those in control of the policies of the Gov-
ernment at this time, they are so imbued and saturated with the
idea of high protection that it is impossible for this Congress to
give the farmers the real conservative, substantial relief that
they are entitled to by way of tariff reduction.

It matters but little to the farmer what price he gets for his
products in dollars and cents. It is the exchange value of his
products that concerns him, the purchaszing power of his
dollar, I want to call your attention to the purchasing power

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 20

of the farmer’s dollar; that is, the exchange value of his dollar
for the things he must buy, as given to us by the Department of
Agriculture beginning with the year 1890:
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You will observe that the Forduey-McCumber tariff law went
into effect on the 3d of November, 1922, and from that time on
the purchasing power of the farmer's dollar has been gradually
declining, until now it is at the lowest ebb it has been *for
35 years. It is also interesting to note that under the Under-
wood tariff law, which went into effect October 3, 1913, the
purchasing price of the farmer’'s dollar was higher than it has
ever been. Of course war conditions had something to do with
the prices prevailing at that time, but the stubborn fact remains
that the purchasing power of the farmer's dollar under a more
moderate tariff law was more than it is under the present high
tariff law and that under the present high tariff law the pur-
chasing power of the farmer's dollar has been gradually declin-
ing from year to year.

It is a significant fact, and it controverts all claims that agri-
culture is benefited by a high protective tariff. We hear a
great deal of talk, and the newspapers are broadeasting the
statement that this country is in a more prosperous condition
than ever before. Of course when we go out to find where this
prosperity is we are unable to lay our hands on it. It is a
little farther on, a will-o’-the-wisp, but that does not seem to
deter the spread of propaganda that we are enjoying unprece-
dented prosperity. It certainly does not exist in agricultural
sections,

Every farm with its equipment is in effect a small factory,
producing its products and putting them out in the markets
the same as a factory in industrial centers. When factory
flues cease to belch forth clouds of smoke indleating activity
within, great lamentation is heard, and it is heralded through-
out the press of the country that adversity and hard times are
upon us, but no note seems to be taken of the fact that broad
acres are lying idle and farms abandoned and vast areas here-
tofore improved and valuable, evidencing a prosperity of by-
gone days, have reverted to a state of nature where straggly
oaks, shrubs, and pines abound, valueless and deserted.

Unless agriculture is placed on something near a parity with
industry, whereby the farm can be kept up to a state of pro-
ductivity and sufficient earnings to replace depletion, the time
is coming not many years hence when the matter will be most
serious indeed. To make America bloom into her fullest great-
ness we must have a well-balanced development between agri-
culture and industry, and our legislation must be directed to
that end and not alone in the interest of a commercialism that
makes our economic life top-heavy.

The farms are being robbed of their man power by the
attractive wages paid in industrial centers, which act as a mag-
net drawing to the industrial centers tenants and farm laborers
as well as the unfortunate landowner who has been unable to
stem the tide of adversity. The farmer can not at prevailing
prices for his commodities, excessive freight rates, and mount-
ing taxes compete with industrial centers in the payment of
the scale of wages there paid and where shorter hours and
more attractive working conditions are found; hence this mi-
gration from the country to -the city, Unless checked there is
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an impending erash coming sooner or later, and we should
avert this erisis if within our power.

Exorbitant freight rates seriously mitigate against the farm-
er’s chances of success and make it most difficult, if not guite
impossible, in many instances for him to procure limestone and
fertilizer so necessary for upbuilding and maintaining the
fertility of his soil at a price within his reach. These things,
coupled with an ever-increasing burden of local and State taxa-
tion, mounting higher and higher year after year, is it any
wonder he is dissatisfied with the present order of things and
asking for some measure of relief that will in some manner
ward off approaching financial disaster.

Some of our friends here tell us that the present tariff
law is a benefit to the farmer. They do not consider net
results, and it is net results that count. The American Farm
Bureau Federation estimates that the gross cost to the farmer
by way of added costs of the things he must necessarily pur-
chase is $426,000,000; that the estimated gains to the farmer
by its operation is $125,000,000. This is a net loss of $301,-
000,000 per year. In other words, for every dollar he gains
it costs him $4. For every added dollar the farmer gets the
mannfacturer gets from six to eight dollars more, and the
Fair Tariff League, indorsed by many leaders of farm organi-
zations, including the National Grange, Farm Bureau Federa-
tion, and Farmers' Union, in a statistical summary of 10
leading farm States, estimates the present tariff act costs the
farmers of those States $15 by way of added costs of thelr
purchases for every dollar they gain by the operation of the
tariff.

Certainly these figures show and prove conclusively that
the farmer is being decelved and mulcted by this so-called
beneficial tariff.

I have been pleased to see some Members of this House who
have heretofore been high-tariff advocates rise on this floor
and denounce the present high protective-tariff rates. They
realize that a high protective tariff does not raise the price
of an article where there is an exportable surplus of the
article. They realize now, as many of us have realized for
some time, that where we have an exporfable surplus of agri-
cultural commodities and where that surplus is thrown upon
the foreign markets controlled by world production that a
profective tariff does not benefit the farmer in the price of
such commodities. The world price not only affects and gov-
erns the price of the exportable surplus but it likewise estab-
lishes a price for that portion of such products as are sold
in the home markets for domestic consumption. The price
of wheat in Liverpool controls the price in Chicago and
Minneapolis.

Thus we have the farmer in the anomalous position of the
prices of his products being controlled by world markets and
the necessity of his paying prices for the things he uses on
his farm artificially ereated under the Fordney-McCumber Tariff
Aect. That places him under an economic handicap, and no advice
nor good counsel that the Government could give him under
the cooperative marketing blll passed by this House a few
days ago can serve to remove that handicap or place him on a
parity with the profected industries.

'he Legislature of the State of Illinois, in its last biennial
. session, by a resolution adopted by both bodies, to which I
have heretofore called the attention of the Congress from this
floor, called aftention fo the depreciation in prices of the
farmers’ products in comparison with those of other in-
dustries because of the emergency tariff, the Fordney-Me-
Cumber tariff, the immigration act, and the Esch-Cummins
law, whereby the domestiec prices of such produets was raised
40 per cent above that of the world markets. Again the
Corn Belt committee and the executive committee of the Ameri-
can Council of Agriculture, in conference at their session held
at Des Moines, Iowa, December 21 and 22, 1925, speaking for
the united farm organizations of the Middle West, representing
as they claim not less than a million farmers, say, among
other things, in a resolution there adopted, and especially in
reply to the reference of President Coolidge in his speech be-
fore the American Farm Bureau Federation at Chicago, wherein
he said that the existing Fordney-McCumber tariff aet is of
“ great benefit to agriculture as a whole " :

We do not concede that the existing Fordney-MeCumber Act is “ of
great benefit to agriculture as a whole.” On the contrary, the stag-
gering burdens imposed upon the consumers of the country through
this act fall as heavily upon the farmer as upon any other class—
on the one hand, the farmer pays his full share of the heavy tariff
tribute upon practically everything he buys, while on the other
hand the price of his great surplus commodities is fixed in the world
markets. The llving standard of organized industry and labor is the
highest and most generous any nation has ever known, while the ly-

ing standard of the farmer is rapidly becoming that of the world
farmer. And, therefore, what virtue has the boasted home market?
At this hour this home market is offering the Corn Belt farmer 55
cents and 60 cents per bushel for his corn, when it cost him more
than twice this much to produce it. Also we hope we will be par-
doned for our skepticism when we refuse to become elated over refer-
ence to certaln articles that are on the free list, such as farm ma-
chinery, binder twine, ete., In which lines our American manufae-
turers dominate the world markets and therefore control the domestic
price,

If the existing tariff is such a boon to agriculture, then how can
the fart be explained that, although this tarif® has been in operation for
five years, agriculture is at this hour staggering on the brink of com-
plete collapse? With all due respect to the President we desire to
say that the farmers of this country know the source of their diffi-
culties-—they know that on the one hand they are carrying the heavy
burdens of the protective system and sustaining the generous wage
scales of organized labor, while en the other hand they ave meeting
world competition which industry and labor refuse to meet; and in
these premises we demand of the Sixty-ninth Congress that it enact

legislation that will assure the same degree of equality for agriculture '

that industry and labor have so uncompromisingly demanded and
received for themselves. If it I8 not unsound to fix prices on steel,
textiles, and other similar commeodities by protective legislation, then
why is it unsound to fix them for agriculture by the same process?
If it was net unsound to vouchsafe the Adamson law to organized
labor, then why be so horrified at specific legislation for the Nation's
great basic Industry? If it was wise on the part of Congress to
stabilize our banking system through the Federal reserve act and our
transportation system through the Esch-Commins Act, then why not
indulge the same solicitude for the 40,000,000 people who live upon
the farm and whose purchasing power is so vital to our myriad mills
and factories?

Finally on this score we desire to say to Congress that the time has
come when it must choose between one of two alternatives—if indus-
try insists that it can not exist without the tariff, then Congress must
teke agriculture In on the deal. And falling to do this, it should not
blame the farmers of the United States if they invoke the principle
that self-preservation is the first law, and if thus they should declare
open war upon the protectlve system. And in saying this we wliil not
forget the real friends of agriculture in Congress in the days to come.

In this connection we desire to remind the farmers of the South
that the time has come when corn, wheat, cotton, livestock, and to-
baceo should make common canse and when we should fight our battles
side by side, We do not ask for special privilege or subsidies—we
ask only that Congress shall assure to the farmer a dollar of the sameo
purchasing power as the dollar it has so freely granted to industry
and labor.

And verily the man or set of men who deny this heartfelt plea of
agricolture assume a frightful responsibility. Already hundreds of
thousands of farmers have been sold out by the sherilf, while many
thousands of others will suffer a similar fate before rellef can possibly
come, Already more than 2,000 rural benks have been forced to close
their doors, while the shadow of insolvency is hovering over hundreds
of other banks which only a little while ago were the pride of their
communities. Therefore, let those who by plausible pretext seek to
minimjze the troubles of the farmer pause before it is too late—let
them have a care lest their attitude not only assure the final and
complete collapse of agriculture hut also a condition of affairs which
in the not distant future will bring distress to every great industrial
center.

I am one of those who believe that we should go right to
the heart of the difficulties confronting agriculture and root
out the evil, and not try to handle the situation by antidotes
which do not go to the seat of the trouble. It seems to me
from what we have heard on the floor of this House, from
the advice and counsel that has been given to us by the men
who have made a study of the situation, and by men who are
well versed in the agriculinral situation to-day, that we should
strike at the heart of the farmer's difficulties, at the seat of
the thing that handicaps him most, and do something to reduce
the present high existing tariff rates. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

Mr. WYANT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes,

Mr. WYANT. Is not the principal difficulty now, and has it
not been, the inability of the people representing the furm
bloes to agree on what they want?

Mr. ARNOLD. They do not entirely agree on what they
want, for the reason largely that some of you gentlemen on
the Republican side are inclined to go along with your party
and are blinded by party fealty in your advoeacy of the high
protective tariff.

H}IL WYANT. Will the gentleman support the Dickinson
bill?
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Mr. ARNOLD. T will support a bill of some character along
the lines of the Dickinson bill. I do not know whether or not
that bill in its present form will meet my entire approval;
but if yon gentlemen are not willing to strike at the heart of
the evil, if you are not willing to permit this Congress to re-
duce these high protective duties that affect adversely the
American farmer, then I am willing to join with any members
or any group in this House and help write upon the statute
books some legislation that will give agriculture at least as
favorable consideration through special legislation as the pro-
tected interests of the counfry get now under the Fordney-
McCumber tariff bill. [Applause on the Democratic gide.]

Mr. WYANT. The gentlemian seems to be well versed in the
agricultural problems, and he insists that we get to the heart
of the difficulty. I would like to have the gentleman state to
this committee what legislation he desires and what he wants
this side of the House to vote for.

Mr. ARNOLD. Well, here is legislation that I desire. I
want the tariff wall torn down in so far as the rates affect
adversely the things the farmer has to buy for use on his farm.
[Applause.] I can not give the gentleman a schedule of rates
which I would place in that bill from the floor at this time.
That is a question that would require thought, consideration,
and deliberation,

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ARNOLD. I will

Mr., COLE. Would the gentleman be willing to take off the
duty on butter, corn, and wheat and agricultural products,
ogEs——

Mr. ARNOLD. I am in favor, gentlemen, of reducing the
tariff on everything that adversely affects the farmer. 1 am
not a believer in free frade, and never have been a believer in
free trade.

Mr. COLE. On what would the gentleman reduce it?

Mr. ARNOLD., I am a believer in reducing the rates down
to a fair competitive basis.

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman then point out one thing,
name one article npon which the gentleman wounld want to be
given this tariff reduction?

AMr. ARNOLD. The gentleman wants me to go into the de-
tails of writing a tariff bill now. That would require more
time than I have at my disposal to-day.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The gentleman said he
would tear down the wall. Would he tear down the whole
wall or simply in pieces and make gaps?

Mr. ARNOLD. I wonld tear down the wall in some places—
make it lower in other places.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. What places?

Mr. ARNOLD. In every place where it affects adversely
the agricultural interests,

Mr. ROMJUE. I will suggest to the gentleman who inquired
a minute ago to name some particular article in the tariff
schedule which ought to be reduced—I will name for the
gentleman's information specifically the things the farmer has
to buy and is now burdened by a high protective tariff, and
among them are steel, wire, aluminum, for instance,

Mr. ARNOLD. Of course, we know that. :

They tell us agricultural implements are on the free list,
and therefore the farmer does not pay added cost in his pur-
chase of agricultural implements, but they fail to tell us at the
same time that the things that go into the manufacture of agri-
cultural implements are highly protected. [Applause.] So the
American farmer does pay added cost for his agricultural im-
plements on account of a tarifi on things which go to make up
the manufactured products, although  the finished product may
be on the free list.

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. I yield.

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman mention one thing he would
have the tariff taken off of to help the farmer?

Mr. ARNOLD. Well, I just finished saying

Mr, ROMJUE. Aluminum.
Mr. WOOD. Does the gentleman know that there is not a

pound of steel that goes into the manufacture of a single thing
used by the farmer that is protected?

Mr. OLDFIELYD. What about baling wire and fence wire?
They are on the dutiable list and it takes steel fo make it.

Mr. WOOD. Does not the gentleman know that we put even
churns and creamery separators upon the free list?

Mr. ARNOLD. You put the finished product on the free list
and that is just as far as you go.

Mr. BROWNING. The Democratic tariff of 1913 put all of
those on the free list, and they did net have nerve enough to
take them out; they did not put them there at all

Mr. ARNOLD. That is true. I want to call attention to
this fact. You claim that the present Fordney-McCumber Tariff

St
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Act was enacted in the interest of the American farmer. Oh,
the agrieultural slump, which came in 1920, that was duoe
largely to the curtailment of eredits; when that slump came to
the agricnltural interests you said that we must have a tariff
to save the American farmer. Yon passed the emergency tariff
law, and yet the farmer did not benefit by that. His condi-
tion continued to grow worse. Following that you placed upen
the statute books the Fordney-McCumber tariff law, and what
is the resmit? The purchasing power of the farmer's dollar
has been declining from year to year, and to-day, gentlemen.
the purchasing power of the farmer’s dollar is at a lower ebb
under the Forduey-McCumber tariff bill than it has ever been
in the last 85 years.

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARNOLD. I only have a short time allotted to me in
this debate, and I can not yield any further.

Now, a few days ago we passed in this body the cooperative
marketing bill. The cooperative marketing bill, I think, will
be of some benefit and some value to the cooperatives who are
engaged in agricultural lines, but it is not a panacea for the
ills of the farmer. Of course, it is well that there should be a
division in the Department of Agriculture where advice and
counsel can be handed out to the men who are so engaged.
There will be In that division statistical information handed
out which will be of aid and assistance to the cooperatives in
organization work, in selling their products, in finding markets
for their products, in obtaining information as to supply and
demand, all of that will be of some aid and assistance, but that
is not going to solve the difficulty. You gentlemen on this side
of the Honse who are high-tariff advocates, in the interest of the
American farmer I would ask you to read again and ponder well
the resolutions of the farmers at the Corn Belt conference in
Des Moines, Towa, last December 21 and 22, If you will read
and consider those resolutions, you will learn what the real
farmers think about high protection under the present tariff
law, as it affects the agricultural interests of this country.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. WASON. Mr, Chairman, I yield six minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maine [Mr. Breoy]. [Applause.]

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
I intended to have nothing to say about the tariff or the agricul-
tural program, but apropos of what has just been said, let me
say that Members on this gide of the aisle may talk as much as
they please about cutting gaps in the tariff wall, in so far as
it affects the tools and supplies of the farmer. The only spe-
cific items which our Democratic friends, prompted by their
leader, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. OrpriELD], cite as
possible sources of relief to farmers through tariff revision were
baling wire and steel fencing wire, disbursements for which
any farmer will tell you is a mere inconsequential detail in
his annual expense account.

Mr. OLDFIELD. Aluminum is another.

Mr. BEEDY. 1 want to say to you—

Mr. WYANT. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield; and if so, to
whom?

Mr. BEEDY. I do not.

Mr. WYANT.
statement?

Mr. BEEDY. I have only five minutes, If I yield to gentle-
men on my side, I onght to be falr enough to yield to others on
this side. I can not yield.

It recently eame to my attentlon that Jefferson was said to
have believed in the bee and Hamilton in the hive; that Jeffer-
son's chief concern was the individual, while Hamilton's con-
cern was the community—the welfare of the many. Onur side of
the House (Republican) is thinking of the many. We contend
thut you can not make any appreciable inroads on the tariff
wall or effect any measurable reduction of tariff duties withount
striking a serious blow at our diversified industry and thus im-
pairing the earning capacity of the masses, which capacity
when crippled deprives the farmer of a market for his goods.

Let that be as it may. I rose intending to call the attention
of the committee to the final disposition of the sesquicentennial
resolntion involving the expenditure of millions of the publie
money.

Members of the committee will recall that early in the week
a resolution was here introduced demanding an appropriation
of $4,186,000 for the observance of the sesquicenfennial cele-
bration.

It would appear that the Senate has of late learned some
valuable lessons. Apparently that body has now concluded not
to attempt the analysis or careful congideration of any fiseal
legislation. It has apparently decided that when it does make

The time of the gentleman from Illinois

I have only five minutes.
Will the gentleman yield for just a brief
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such an attempt it ruins the legislation. Wiiness the recent
fiasco on the part of the Senate in its attempt to consider
the revenue bill

The resolution to which I have referred was debated care-
fully in this House for the greater part of two legislative days.
Some vigorous opposition developed at the outset, and at
the close of the chapter in this body the $4,186,000 first de-
manded was cut to $2,186,000. In other words, $2,000,000 of
the public money was thereby saved.

The Senate has now passed upon the resolution.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BEEDY. I decline to yield, because I have so little
time.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas,
tion of the highest privilege.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his question of
privilege.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas, The rules provide that neither
in this Chamber nor in the other shall either make any criti-
cism or reference to what transpires in the other body, and
1 am doing this for the benefit of the gentleman from Maine.

Mr. BEEDY. Yes; I understand.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. If the gentleman feels it is not
violative of the rules, I have no objection. I just want to
call his attention to the fact that there is a rule to that effect.
if the gentleman cares to go ahead after I have called it to his
attention, all right; I do not want to stop the gentleman.

Mr. BEEDY. I realize the gentleman intends well by his
suggestion.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I do not want to stop the gen-
tleman from criticism of a Republican Senate, of course.

Mr. BEEDY. No; I say this not in criticism of the Repub-
Mcan or the Democratic Senate, but merely to furnish informa-
tion in connection with an important piece of legislation, appro-
priating $2,000,000 of the public money.

Referring to page 4224 of the CoxeressioNaL Recorp, I find
that on Wednesday last the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Peerer] called up the sesquicentennial resolution. It was read
by the clerk. Its consideration was unobjected to. It was
glven the formal third reading, and was unanimously agreed to.

I pause to remark that had the casual observer been present

Mr. Chairman, I rise to a ques-

at the falling of the gavel upon that pronouncement of final,

agreement he might have perceived that the murky haze which
has of late been hanging over the Senate was momentarily and
dimly illumined by the dyspeptic smile of the Vice President,
who, if my recollection does not mistake me, has of late stated,
bitterly but not too briefly, something to the effect that brevity
and dispatch is the soul of safe and sane legislation. [Ap-
plause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine
has expired. All time has expired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

Salaries : For Secretary to the President, $10,000, and on and after
July 1, 1926, the compensation for such position shall be at the rate of
$10,000 per annum ; personal services in the office of the President in
accordance with the classification act of 1923, $85,260; in all, $05,260:
Provided, That employees of the executive departments and other estab-
lishments of the executive branch of the Government may be detalled
from time to time to the office of the Presldent of the United States
for such temporary assistance as may be deemed necessary.

AMr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, and ask that I may proceed for five minutes out of order,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Myr. Chairman, next Monday is District of
Columbia day, set apart by the rules of the House for transact-
ing District business. In order that there might be District
bnginess to take up that day, the full District Committee has
held special meetings. The subcommittees have held special
meetings and the District Committee has reported and now has
on the calendar some very important measures that would take
up the day. One of the measures is a bill embracing some vital,
urgent amendments to the traffic law that would save the lives
of women and helpless little children here in the District of
Columbia. [Applause.] This bill ought to be passed. It is im-
portant, and your Distriet Committee, realizing the importance
of this legislation and the importance of other bills on the cal-
endar, passed a motion unanimously to request the majority
leader to give the District its day next Monday, so that the bills
may be passed. And because the chairman of the District Com-
mittee is out of the city on important business, important to
himself—and I attach no blame to him; I would probably go
away myself under similar circumstances—the District Com-
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mittee unanimously passed a resolution that in the absence
of the chairman Monday the next ranking majority member of
the committee was authorized to call up this business and
transact it next Monday in the House.

We have importuned your majority leader, who is my friend
and for whom I have high regard. I think he is one of the
most valuable Members of the House. We have appealed to
him to give the Distriet its day. I wish you knew of the
flimsy and silly excuse he gives for not doing it. He says
that he deals only with the chairman of his committees, he
recognizes only the chairman of his committees to arrange and
take up business—a silly, ridiculous excuse. Here is a com-
mittee of this House composed of 21 Members of Congress,
Republicans and Democrats, working night and day to trans-
act the business of the country. They are just as much in-
terested in general legislation as yon are. I pay just as much
attention to general legislation in this House as any man in
Congress, and yet I give all my extra time to the business of
the District of Columbia, because the people of Washington
kave no one else to legislate for them except the District Com-
mittee of Congress. I want to submit it to you Members of
the majority party whether it is right and just and fair action
on the part of the majority leader?

If he were to carry out that policy, every time the chairman
of a committee did not want a bill to pass when the other 20
members were for it unanimously, he could absent himself
from Washington, absent himself from the House floor, and not
come crawling around to the majority leader’s room and beg-
ging fdr recognition,

I protest against that polley; it is not a proper one. I am
willing to give just recognition and to do justice to the chair-
man of every committee, but when he is not here the balance
of the committee by authorizing a ranking member of the
majority to act for the committee in the absence of the chair-
man ought to be authorized by resolution to have the right to
take up the commitiee business and pass it. I submif that to
you for your serious reflection.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Traveling expenses: For traveling and official entertainment ex-
penses of the President of the United States, to be expended in his
discretion and accounted for on his certificate solely, $25,000.

Mr. WEFALD. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment,
The Clerk read as follows:

Mr., WEFALD moves to amend on page 3, llne 2, after the figurea
$25,000 insert the followlng: “For the expense of maintaining a tem-
porary summer resldence for the President of the United States in
either one of the following Btates, vis, Minnesota, Wisconsin, North
Dakota, South Dakota, or Iowa, the place to be selected by the I'resi-
dent, $100,000; contingent upon suitable gquarters for such summer
residence being placed at the disposal of the President without cost
to the United Biates Government.”

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Chairman, I make a point of order against
the amendment.

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman allow me to speak on it?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to discuss the
point of order?

Mr. WEFALD. I admit the point of order will lie against
it but I would like fo discuss it. Will the gentleman reserve his
point of order?

Mr. WOOD. I make the point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The Chairman has nc discretion except
to sustain the point of order.

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman reserve his point of
order?

Mr, WOOD. No, I will not, It is so patent that I will not
reserve it. :

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr.
Cheirman. Would not the gentleman be in order to ask unani-
mous consent to proceed ouf of order for five minutes?

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly.

Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
I may proceed out of order for eight minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks
unanimous congent to proceed out of order for eight minutes.
Is there objection?

Mr, WOOD. I object.

Mr. WEFALD, I will ask, Mr. Chairman, to proceed out of
order for filve minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks
unanimous consent to proceed out of order for five minutes.
Is there objection?

Mr. WOOD. I object,
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Mr. WEFALD. I move to strike out the last word. -

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota moves to
strike out the last word and is recognized for five minutes,

Alr. WEFALD. Mr. Chairman, while I know that a point of
order will lie against my amendment, I have offered it in abso-
lute good falth. I sincerely wish it could be adopted. I most
earnestly wish that the President could spend the coming
summer in the great Northwest. The amendment is offered for
several reasons, among which is also that of economy. I notice
from the hearings on this bill that the roof of the White House
is in dire need of repairs, but that so far the necessary repairs
could not be effected because the President felt that he could
not stay away from the White House the length of time that
was considered necessary to carry through this work. I feel
that we should not take any chances on having the President
or any of his killed by a falling roof. It is economy {o keep
him safe and sound; if by order of Congress he would spend
a summer in the Northwest, the Whiie House could be put
in proper repair and be made safe for a century. It would
also be economy to make the White House last longer.

Then if the President would select Minnesota or Wisconsin,

referably Minnesota, for the greater part of his vacation, his
gealth would greatly improve, so that he would come back to his
work with increased physical strength, with clearness of
vision, and with sunshine in his soul. There are in Minnesota
10,000 lakes over which the breath of summer carries songs of
birds and fragrance of flowers on the goothing, cooling breezes
that kiss care from each troubled brow. Should the Presi-
dent wish to forget all business care and give himsel over
entirely to contemplation of nature in its pristine purity, Min-
nesota has one lake, Lake of the Woods, that alone has 14,000
islands, the mysteries of which it would take him more than
one short summer to explore. It would be good economy to
conserve the President’s strength and to add to his fund of
good humor.

Should the President go West to spend the summer, or part
of the summer, the most palatial residences in the West
would surely be placed at his disposal; but I imagine that
he would spend the greatest part of the time seeing the
people, high and low, rich and poor, in this strange land that
lies outside the pale of the imagination of the average New
Englander.

A feeling has grown up In the West that the East does not [

care for the West, and that, at least, it does not understand
the West. There is a feeling in the West that the Capital of
this Nation, where the President spends most of his time, lies
too far east to function as the real, throbbing beart of this
great country, and when the President heretofore took a vaca-
tion he went still farther east.

Let him for one summer hear the murmur of growing grain
on the prairles rather than the call for $10,000,000 from the
Cape Cod Canal. Let him come to Wisconsin and see real
cows—cattle upon a thousand hills, as the Bible speaks of.
Let him come to Iowa and hear the grunting and squealing
of real pigs; give him a chance to pitch real hay—alfalfa—
in South Dakota; let him see real wheat fields in North
Dakota and see real potato fields in the Red Hiver Valley;
let him see where real butter is made, and he will go back East
again and propose that the bread and butfer counfry out
there, where the bread and butter of this Nation comes from,
be entitled to a square deal at the hands of the Government,
If he comes out to us and mingles with us, he will find that
we practice thrift and economy as well as they do in the
Tast, and he will no more understand than we can understand
it why, when his administration has made the East roll in
prosperity, we of the West should wallow in bankruptey and
bank failures.

We would like to get the President so far West, for a short
time at least, that Wall Street, the monopolies, and the trusts
could not get near him. If he saw us in our homes, saw us at
work, saw us in trouble, he would begin to understand the
problems of the farmer. I say that there will be no farm rellef
legislation passed out of Congress until the President thor-
oughly understands the farmer’s plight. When he understands
it the East will understand it, but not before. The President
paid us a flying visit last year in June. For one day he saw
the farmers at the Minnesota State Fair grounds, in their Sun-
day elothes, with their cares left behind them. They listened
respectfully to what the President had to say to them, but
because they applauded and behaved beautifully the politicians
told the President that he had captured the farmers and that
he did not need to do anything more for the Northwest. That
wasg o mistake, We respect the President for his high office.
We admire him for his many sterling qualities, but we wish
him to use both his high office and his individual genius in our
behalf also. I warn you leaders of the Republican Party in
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this House that there is trouble brewing for you in the North-
west and for the President, the head of your party.

For the good of the people of the Northwest he should come
out there and learn to know us; for his own good he should
come out and find out for himself that many of those who
subscribe to the doctrines of the Republican Party and who
profess to be his friends are stacking the cards against him.
In every public meeting discussing the farm situation there is
a man with a stiletto that stabs the President and Republican
Congressmen. That is your funeral, not mine. I like to see
you licked, but I like to see you defend yourself. Your house
in the Northwest is burning down over your head, and you do
not know it. Quit your nonsensical talk about prosperity and
economy. The two never went hand in hand. Let the President
meet the farmer. After he has been in the Northwest send
him to the South. When we get a President from the West he
ought to spend some time in the East,

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the motion
of the gentleman from Minnesota. I appreciate the advice of
the gentleman who has just spoken and we appreciate also that
he has never contributed anything to the success of Mr. Cool-
idge or this administration. We have spent three days in gen-
eral debate and the gentleman from Minnesota did not ask fer
time on either side, or he would have been given it.

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. I do not yield. We were liberal in general
debate in the hope that we would not be interrupted by the
interjection of speeches out of order.

I give notice now that I shall object every time it occurs,
and the gentleman s unfair to the committee—unfair to the
committee on both sides—in that he did not ask for some time
in which to make the discussion that he has just now made,
which would have been perfectly proper at that time, and
which he knows is entirely improper to make at this time.

Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Chalrman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for one minute.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Chairman, I never understood that
any gentleman in this House could be unfair to the committee
on elther side by standing on his rights as a Member of the
House, I wags absolutely within my right.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

WHITE HOUSE POLICE

Balaries: First sergeant, $2,700; 8 sergeants at $2,400 each; and
35 privates at $2,100 each; In all, §83,400,

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para-
graph. If this motion shall prevail, I shall follow it with a
motion to strike out the next paragraph, which provides $2,500
for uniforming and equipping the White House police. I have
already discussed at some length the reasons which appeal to
me why this particular police duty should be performed by the
Meiropolitan police of the city of Washington, If the appro-
priation which is recommended for the Hxecutive Office by the
committee should prevail and become a law as reported, it will
result in there being appropriated for the Executive Offices
$444.460; and if to that is added the cost of the Mayflower,
it will amount to over $786,000 for 1927 for the entire cost of
the White House, or over $2,150 for each and every day in the
year. The appropriation recommended for the White House
police amounts to $85,700, or over $235 per day for each and
every day In the year. I appeal to this House in this day of
supposed economy to ellminate this particular appropriation
and to save the people of the United States over $235 for every
day, Sundays included, of the year 1927.

Mr. Chairman, comparisons have been made between the
year 1926 and the year 1921, and statements have been made on
the floor of the House and elsewhere that there have been
great reductions in the expenditure in 1926 over that of 1921,
Without going into a discussion with respect to these allega-
tions, I say that with reference to the White House that there
is one particular activity that has greatly increased in cost
sinee 1921, to the extent of something like 50 per cent over the
expense incurred in 1921. If these statements which have been
made elsewhere and broadeast over the country as to a redue-
tion of expenditures in other departments are true, then cer-
tainly it seems to me that, if necessary, the Congress itself
should act and see to it that there are similar economies and
reductions in the White House. In 1921, under the administra-
tion of President Wilson, it was not thought necessary by the
Congress or the President to have a special White House police.
That duty was performed by the Metropolitan police of the city
of Washington. At that time Congress was appropriating for
the Metropolitan pelice of the city of Washington $1,794,000,
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which provided for a regular force of police in the city of 933
men,

Last year the Congress appropriated for the Metropolitan
police in the city of Washington $2,964,000, or an increase of
practically $1,200,000 for the police of this city over what was
appropriated in 1921 for a similar purpose, and which pro-
vided for a regular forece of 1,281 men, or more than one-
third by way of increase over the force in 1921—just five years
ago.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Tennes-
see has expired.

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes more. -

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNS. Mr, Chairman, in addition to the 1,281, we
have at the White House 39 policemen or a total, when added
to the regular force of the city of Washington, of 1,320 police-
men here in the city of Washington, an increase of 385 over
the number of policemen provided in 1921, or 40 per cent.

In view of those facts, if we really mean economy, if we
really mean to save the people of the country from expense,
1 submit that here is an opportunity to reduce the appropria-
tion and the expenditures of the White Hounse for the next
year by more than 10 per cent, or in expenses, excluding the
Mayflower, practically 20 per cent. There is no man in this
House, of course, on either side of the Chamber who is not in
favor of giving the fullest and amplest protection to the White
House grounds and lawns. No one would deny a single dollar
necessary to protect the White House grounds and lawns.
1 do not know the size of those lawns, but I think they amount
to about the space of two city blocks. We are asked to provide
59 policemen, 31 at $2,100 each, one first sergeant at $2,700
per annum, and three sergeants at $2,400 each per annum, or a
total in salaries of $83,400, to do what? To watch the White
House grounds and lawns, the front and back yerds of the
White House, because you know and I know that these police-
men are not stationed in the White House or in the Executive
Offices, because secret-service men are properly provided on
the Treasury Department roll to remain in the White House
or spend a part of their time in the White House and the
Executive Offices for the personal protection of the President.
These policemen are not for the personal protection of the
President, but merely to guard and protect the White House
grounds from ftrespassers. It is surrounded by an iron-spiked
fence about 10 or 12 feet high——

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNS. Yes.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The gentleman refers to
the total number of policemen employed in the eity, including
these, Since 1921 has not the population of the city increased
by 75,000 or 100,000 people, and are there not many thousands
more automobiles, which require a larger police force?

Mr. BYRNS. There has been an increase, yes; but I do not
know to what extent. There has not been such an increase as
wonld require 40 per cent more policemen to-day than were
required in 1921.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The gentleman emphasized
the total number employed in the city now, and I am calling
attention to the different conditions that exist.

Mr. BYRNS. The special police are taking care of duties
performed by the regular police in 1921. Therefore it 15 per-
fectly proper to add them to the regular force, and when yon
do that we find that you have 1,320 employed in the city now
as compared with 935 employed in 1921, a difference of prac-
tically 40 per cent.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. It is just a difference in
condition.

Mr. BYRNS. I agree that necessarily the force in the city
of Washington should have been increased, but I insist, gen-
tlemen, that if 935 policemen in 1921 were sufficlent to protect
the city and the White House lawns then an increase of more
than 40 per cent in 1926 ought to be sufficient to protect the
lawns to-day, and your constituents and my constituents, who
are interested in the Treasury, who pay the taxes and support
the Government, ought to be relieved of this charge of over
$235 every day in the year.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. And there is the difference
of 8-hour shifts instead of a 12-hour shift.

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee
seems to be obsessed with the idea that something extraordi-
nary is wrong concerning the appropriations for the Hxecutive
Mansion. I am a little bit surprised at the objection he has
urged this morning, in view of the fact that he well remem-
bers in 1022, by an affirmative act of this Congress—and I

expect the gentleman voted for it—there was transferred from
the Metropolitan force of the eity to the officer in charge of
publie buildings and grounds the police protecting the White
House grounds, and I desire fo say that it does not only per-
tain to the two squares the gentleman mentions but it per-
tains to all that great circle of property that the Government
owns. Now, those of you who were here prior to the war
and have been here ever since realize the fact that this city
has increased in population more than 100 per cent.

There has ever been & contention between the city and the
Government with reference to who counld best police the Govern-
ment property. So far as I am concerned, and I believe you
gentlemen will agree with me, I believe that Government prop-
erty can be best policed by those who are responsible to the
Government itself and not as a by-play to the District of
Columbia.

Mr, BYRNS, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. I will

Mr. BYRNS. Does the gentleman know that during the war
there were thousands and thousands of people that came here
and who were here during 1918, 1919, and 1920, and when the
gentleman takes those into consideration, will he not find that
there has not been anything like the increase to which the gen-
tleman has just referred?

Mr. WOOD. No; I will not say so. The statistics on this
point show that the population has doubled at least since the
gentleman came to Congress.

Mr. BYRNS. Oh, well, I am talking about since 1921.
I thought the gentleman referred to the population in 1921 as
compared with now.

Mr. WOOD. I said since the beginning of the war. The gen-
tleman, I expect, and I will ask him now, Did not the gentleman
vote for-this act with reference to the White House police force
approved September 14, 19227

Mr. BYRNS, I do not have any recollection of voting for
that. I do not know, and whether I did or not at that time
I am satisfied now, in view of the extraordinary amount we
appropriate for the Metropolitan police in the city of Washing-
ton to-day, we can easily and properly relieve the people of this
immense burden.

Mr. WOOD. Then the gentlman ought to make his objection
in reference to the appropriation that comes under the head of
the Metropolitan police force of the Distriet of Columbia and
not against this appropriation. We are responsible to the
people of the United States for the safeguarding of the property
of the United States and the President of the United States.
Why, I sometimes think that the easiest target in the world for
an assassin is the President of the United States, Never in a
country with a governmental organization was there anyone so
illy protected as the President of the United States. And we
admire it; our citizens admire the fact that he is living in a
country where that extreme protection is not necessary. But
assassinations have occurred three different times, and unfor-
tunately a Republican was assassinated each time. I want to
say to the gentleman I do not believe, knowing him as I do,
that he wonld like to take any responsibility for anything that
might happen either to the property of the United States or to
the President of the United States.

Mr. BYRNS. If the gentleman will permit, has the gentle-
man ever thought of the fact there never has been an assault
upon the President of the United States in the White House
or grounds. Has it not always occurred away from the White
House?

Mr, WOOD. That is true.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. -

Mr. WOOD. I ask for two additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. I8 there ohjection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

Mr. WOOD. I expect that had we the guardian care given
by any other country here in the United States, Garfield would
not have been stricken dead within a very few squares of the
White House grounds. I expect that If there had been given
the protection that is given to kings and potentates in infinitesi-
mal principalities of the earth that the immortal McKinley
would not have been stricken down in Buffalo. The same is
true in reference to Lincoln. Of course we all hope that these
things will not occur, but they may occur, and I would be the
last one to refuse to contribute one iota of consent to the
meager protection we are giving.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. I will

Mr. BLANTON. Does not the distinguished gentleman from
Indiana realize the more we attempt to make of our President
in a Republic a king or potentate the more danger there is
directed toward him?




Mr. WOOD. We do not attempt to make a king or potentate
of him, and that is one of the things I admire, but after these
disasters come there is impressed upon every man a regret that
something had not been done to protect him.

There was regret throunghout all the North in 1865 and in
most of the South that greater protection had not been given
to the greatest friend this country ever had. It ill becomes us
to pick at this and that point, here and there, for flyspecks. I
hope the amendment will not be adopted. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment be-
fore you vote on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BLanTox : Page 8, line 12, after the word
*“and " strike out * 86 privates,” and insert in lieu thereof *“15 pri-
vates,” and, in Mne 13, strike out “ $83,400,” and Insert in lieu thercof
“$41,400."

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order against
that.

" The OCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it,

Mr. BLANTON. That is not subject to a point of order, It
gimply diminishes the force.

Mr. WOOD. Your amendment proposes to change the num-
ber from 85 to 307

Mr. BLANTON, It proposes 15 instead of 85. It simply cuts
it down.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to vote to give the
President of the United States every single safeguard that is
necessary. But there we should stop. We have in the District
of Columbia 1,281 Metropolitan policemen, and every one of
them is charged with safeguarding the life of the President,
and they are loyal, patriotic cltizens, and they will do their
duty,

Fifteen extra White House policemen for the grounds down
there are sufficlent to safeguard the White House grounds.
Outside of those grounds you have two different police forces
on guard all the time, extra, the Metropolitan police and the
park police force. You need only 15 special police privates on
the inside. Those extra 85 would be in each other's way on
the grounds.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota.
tleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. What necessity is there for
nine separate and distinet police departments in the District of
Columbia? You now have nine. You have the Metropolitan
police of 1,281 men, You have the park police force of approxi-
mately 60 policemen. You have the special police for the Capi-
tol under a different head. You have special police for the
House Office Building, and you have special police for the
Senate Office Building. You have special police of the De-
partment of Agriculture, in charge of the agricultural grounds.
You have special police out here in the Zoological Park, under
the Smithsonian Institntion. You have special police on the
streets of Washington, on street railroad lines, employed by
the street railway companies, and paid by them and earrying
out the orders of the street railway companies; and over here
at the Union Station you have another set of policemen, mot
responsible to the District or to Congress, but hired and paid
for by the steam railroad companies. You thus have nine
separate and distinct police forces here. It is ridiculously
absurd, and you ought to stop it.

I asked the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Byrxs] yesterday to give me one good reason for these nine
separate police forces in the District, and he said there was
not a reason. He is one of the best-posted men in this Con-
gress. He Is & member of the great Committee on Appro-
priations and has been for years. He knows all sbout the
business of this Government in Washington. He said there
was not a reason. Why does not your economical President,
whom I follow on all real economies, and why does not your
economical chairman of the Committee on Appropriations
assign some good reason for these separate police forces?
I want to say in passing right here, in behalf of the people
of the country, I thank God that the life of the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. MampEN] has been
gaved. There is not & man who could take MARTIN B. Map-
pEN's place. I take off my hat to him. He has saved millions
of dollars to this country. I follow him all the time on his
policy of economy. Further, I ask the great majority leader
bere from Connecticnt [Mr., TiLsox] if there is any reason
here for these nine separate and distinct police departments

Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
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in Washington? For goodness sake, let us do away with
them and have one police department that will enforce the
Jaw in this great city of Washington!

Mr. TILSON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman is on the District Committee,
is he not?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I am on it; and when they come in
next Monday and ask the House to let them have a day on
which to transact their business, it is denied them by no one
else except the distinguished majority leader from Connecti-
cut [Mr. TiLsoN]. g

Mr. TILSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if one of
the bills he would like to have considered on Monday will be
a bill to regulate the police forces in the District of Columbia?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. BLANTON.
more?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for one minufe more. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection,

Mr, TILSON. I suppose one of the bills the gentleman has
on the calendar is a bill to regulate this matter of men on
the police forces in the Distriet of Columbia?

Mr. BLANTON. No; it is more important, for it is to pre-
vent wild automobile drivers and bootleggers from running
over and killing poor women and helpless children—wild
drivers whose licenses now can not be taken from them, be-
;:ause the law does not permit it, and we hope to amend the
aw.

Mr. TILSON. When should we expect a bill coming from
the gentleman's committee to regulate the police force?

Mr. BLANTON. I hope by the time we get a District day.

Mr. BLACK of New York. May I ask the gentleman if it is
ever necessary to have the police at the meetings of the Dis-
trict of Columbila Committee? [Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON. Never. The committee fight each other
in the District Committee, but they fight for each other every-
where else,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has again expired. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. BLANTON. A division, Mr. Chalrman.

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 50.

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The questlon now recurs on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYrns].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

INDEPENDENT ESTABLISHMENTS
ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN

For expenses of the Alien Property Custodian authorized by the act
entitled “An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the
enemy, and for other purposes,” approved October 0, 1917, as amended,
including personal and other services and rental of quarters in the
District of Columbla and elsewhere, per diem allowances In lien of
subsistence not exceeding $4, traveling expenses, law books, books of
reference and periodlenls, supplies and equipment, and maintenance,
repair, and operation of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehlcles,
$130,000, of which amount not to exceed $122,900 may be expended
for personal services in the District of Columbia: Provided, That this
appropriation shall not be avallable for rent of buildings in the District
of Columbia if suitable space Is provided by the Public Buildings
Commission.

Mr. FISH. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the section.

1 ask, Mr. Chairman, that the matter which I send to the
desk may be read by the Clerk out of my own time.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, What is it?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York sends
gomething to the desk to be read by the Clerk out of his own
time, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 113

Resolved, That the Allen Property Custodian be, and he is bereby,
directed to inform the House of Representatives, if not incompatible
with the public interest, as follows:

Mr, Chalrman, may I have one minute
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1) A complete memorandum, with names and addresses, of all
individual lawyers or law firms who have recelved legal fees in excess
of $10.000 for services alleged to have been rendered to the office of
the Alien Property Custodian in the settlement or adjustment of claims
or cases ginee the establishment of the office by the act of Congress.

(2) Whether or not any attempt has been made to recover fraudu-
lent or excessive fees,

(3) What, if any, action has been taken to recover properties gold
or returned onder suspiclous cirenmstances and in apparently frauduo-
leat manner.

(4) The total value of allen property being held and number of
individual owners, and value of property returned, and to how many
claimants.

(5) The number of investigations now belng conducted into the
affairs of the custodian's office and by what departments or subdivi-
glons of the Government, and by how many investigators, and for what
length of time, and when will these investigations, in all probability,
be ierminated.

(6) Whether or not any of the reports or partial reports of the
peniding investigations are available for the information of the House.

(7) Whether or not there is any reason why the fullest possible
information concerning these lnvestigations of the past and present
administration of the custodian’s office should not be presented to the
House of Representatives with the view to final determination as to the
advisability of a congressional investigation.

By unanimous consent, the reply of the Enemy Alien I’rop-
erty Custodian to the questions in the resolution are herewith
printed in the RECORD;

ALIEN ProPERTY CUSTODIAN,
Washington, February 6, 1926,
Hon. Hanirrox FisH, Jr,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My DEar CoxcressSMAN Fism: I have recelved your letter of Feb-
ruary 1, 1926, inclosing a copy of resolutfon Introduced by ¥ou in
the House, directing the Alien Property Custodian to furnish certain
information In regard to the transactions of the office.

1 would be very glad to furnish to the House of Representatives or
to you all of the information requested, but as the detalled audit of
the transactions of the Alien Property Custodian being made by the
Comptroller General of the United States at the request of the Presi-
dent, is approaching completion, I suggest the desirabilify of waiting
until the report of the audit Is made to the President before this
office Is required to incur the additional expense of compiling data
which probably will be contalned in such report. Bhounld that report
not be made available in a few weeks, or should it not furnish all
the information which is required to answer your questions, I shall be
very glad to compile any further information in regard to the trans-
actions of the Allen Property Custodian as may be considered nueces-
gary. In the meantime, I am able to give you the following general
gtatements in reply to questions asked by you:

The names and addresses of Individual lawyers or law firms who
have received legal fees in excess of $10,000, as well as lesser amounts,
have been published In detail in a report made by the Alien Property
Custodian to the Senate April 10, 1922, and printed as Senate Docu-
ment No. 15, Sixty-seventh Congress, second session, and in the annual
report of the Alien Property Custodian published since that date. It
is believed that if other payments not included in these reports have
been made, they should be developed by the audit now being made of
the transactions of this office. No attempts have so far been made to
effect a specific recovery of excessive fees paid. While it appears that
large fees were pald in certain cases, it will be very difficult to sub-
stantiate a charge that they were excessive or that fraud existed in
connection therewith,

The most prominent case of an action being taken to recover prop-
erty sold in an apparently fraudulent manner is a suit now pending
in the Supreme Court against the Chemical Foundation (Inc.). It is
possible that one or more other actions may be instituted later, should
the Supreme Court set aside the sale in this case. The Department
of Justice must, however, pgss upon this,

The total value of the Alien Property Custodian holdings at the
present time is $240,780,758.60, which is being held for the account of
approximately 21,074 active trusts. In addition to the above, there is
a total of $31,715,276.12, representing undistributed interest which
accerued between the date of selzure and March 4, 1923, during which
period no provision was made for the credit of income to the trusts in
question. The value of property returned is approximately $307,006,-
007.41 under 24,782 claims.

An audit of the transactions of the Alien Property Custodlan {s now
being made under the direction of the Comptroller General of the
United States. The President requested the Comptroller General to
make the audit which began April 14, 1925, and, in all probability,
will be completed within a few weeks. A maximum of 60 investiga-
tors has been employed In this Investigation. In addition, the De-
partment of Justice had a few investigators examining certain phases
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of the transactlons of the Alien Property Custodian, with special refer-
ence to possible eriminal liability. As a result, certain persons were
Indicted in New York.

There are no reports or partial reports of the investigations which
are available at the present time.

As previously indieated, I have to advise, in response to the seventh
question, that 1 know of no reason why the fullest possible informatlon
conecerning these investigations of the past and present administra-
tions of the custodian’s office should not be presented to the House of
Representatives as scon as can be done in the orderly course of pro-
eedure,

In responsge to the inguiries contained in the last paragraph of yeur
letter, I have to advise that if unauthorized traveling expenges were
paid or free tramsportation furnished, the practice was long since
stopped and every effort will be made to recover any expenditures of
this nature which were not aunthorized by law.

I give below the amount of traveling expenses for each of the follow-
ing fiscal years, covering payments made to employees of the office and
payments for passenger transportation so far as same is readlly
avallable:

AR e e e e e $4, 521. 68
1919 28, 425.09
R 5 It Do et bl Plarad ) Pt R 7, 769. 59
1921 9, 777. 58
1922 11, 049. 59
1923 7,271.08
1024 7,740. 44
1925 3, 922,10

Thg annual reports have contained lists of employees carried on the
regular rolls of the office and pald from appropriated funds. In addi-
tion, there are two other classes of employees regularly employed in
Washington in conneetion with work of the Alien Property Custodian:
One I8 the force carried on what is ealled adminlstrative expense roll,
payments of whose salaries are charged agalnst trust funds; also cer-
tain employees who are working. under the Attorney General in con-
nection with the allowance of claims. The names and salaries of these
employees are given in the inclosed lists.

I trust the above information will prove satisfactory, and shall ba
glad to furnish any further upon request.

Very truly yours,
HowaRD SUTHERLAND,
Alien Property Custodian,

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN The Chair will advise the gentleman from
Illinois that the gentleman from New York is not offering an
amendment but has simply had a resolution read for infor-
mation.

Mr. FISH. And it was read out of my own time. I now
ask unanimous consent that the answer of the Alien Property
Custodian to that resolution be Inserted in the Recorp, which
I will submit.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
mnanimous consent that the answer of the Alien Property
Custodian may be printed in the Recorp following the read-
ing of the resolution. Is there objection?

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to
object, would not the better practice be to make that request
when we get baek in the House?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is sub-
mitting a unanimous-consent request. Is there objection?

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not make any objection.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman a question, if I may. Was this resolution presented to
the Alien Property Custodian; that is to say, was the request
for the information presented to him?

Mr. FISH. It was.

Mr. MADDEN. I simply want to make the observation that
the Alien Property Custodian has no official status through
which he may be addressed by any resolution of either House.

Mr., FISH, That is quite right. I agree with the gen-
tleman.

Mr. MADDEN. The inguiry, if made, must be addressed to
the President of the United States.

Mr. FISH, Certainly.

Mr. MADDEN. And a request to elther of them must be
conflned to a request for the facts which the records of the
office contain. If the request contains anything more than a
request for a report on the faects which the records show, it
is not a privileged resolution. If the request requests an
opinion from the person addressed, it would not be in order.

The CHAITRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for flve additional minutes.
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- Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inguiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BANKHEAD. What action was taken upon the unani-
mous-consent request preferred by the gentleman?

The CHAIRMAN. The request was not put because the
geutieman’s time expired. Does the gentleman make his re-
quest to speak in order or out of order?

Mr. FISH. I have consumed all my time, or others have,
and I now want to speak in order. I would like to proceed
for five minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, FISH. Mr. Chairman, so I may understand the situ-
ation correctly, did the Chairman put my request to include
the letter of the Alien Property Custodian?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not, because the time of
the gentleman had expired. Does the gentleman wish to renew
his request?

Mr. FISH. Yes; I renew the request.

The CHAIRMAN, The genileman from New York asks
unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp the reply of the
Alien Property Custodian immediately following the resolu-
tion read by the Clerk. Is there objection?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to
ohject, T see thut the attention of the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations has been temporarily diverted. 1
think the gentleman ought to be acquainted with the renewal
of this request upon the part of the gentleman from Ne
York. -

Mr. MADDEN. What is the request?

The CHATRMAN, The same request that was stated a while
ago, to print in the Recorp the reply of the Alien Property
Custodian immediately following the resolution which has
been read.

Mr. MADDEN, There will not be any reply, because there
will not be any request, and therefore there should not be any
such request,

Mr. FISH. The gentleman was talking, and I am afraid
he does not understand the sitnation. I agree with every-
thing the gentleman has sald with reference to procedure in a
matter of this kind; but the gentleman does not know that
I hold in my hand the answer now, and therefore I do not
think the gentleman will object to my request.

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman has an answer, I have no
objection.

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the mem-
bers of the committee, I will read one paragraph from this
letter:

An audit of the transactions of the Alien Property Custodian Is
now being made under the direction of the Comptroller General of the
United States, The President requested the Comptroller General to
make the audit, which began April 24, 1925, and in all probability will
be completed within a few weeks, A maximum of 60 investigators
has been employed in this investigation. In addition, the Department
of Justice has a few investigators examining certain phases of the
transactions of the Allen Property Custodlan, with special reference to
possible criminal liability. As a result, certain persons were indicted
in New York. There are no reports or partlal reports of investigations
which are available at the present time,

According to this letter, reports will be avalflable within a
week, or at the utmost within two weeks; and I am led to be-
lieve that these reports will contain the greatest mass of evi-
dence indieating waste, extravagance, dishonesty, corruption,
and frand that hes ever been shown in any department of this
Government during its entire history. For that reason I intend
to wait for the report, without going any further with the
resolution which I introduced.

Furthermore, for the information of the Honse I will say
that the Treasury Department yesterday informed me that
they intended to introduce as soon as the tax bill was out
of the way the so-called Mellon bill providing for a bond issue
of $250,000,000 to pay all the claims of American citizens
against the German Government. For one, I hope that bill
will pass, and as soon as it is passed that all the alien prop-
erty which we were supposed to hold in trust since the armi-
stice will be returned, because it is a disgrace to every Member
of Congress and to every American citizen the way the prop-
erty has been handled, and it is a shame that we should
be called on annually to appropriate $130,000 to administer
this property which should have been returned flve or six
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years ago. For that reason I hope I will never agaln be
called upon to vote for any more of the taxpayers' money to be
spent on the administration of the alien property still in the
hands of the Government. For a considerable period it was
apparently the patriotic duty of Government oflicials and
their friends to loot these trust funds within the protection
of law, if possible; otherwlse, in any method they could
mulet or obtain possession of the alien property for their
own nse. Democrats and Republicans alike evidently consid-
ered it a part of true patriotism to get their hands on these
spoils held in trust by the Government. Oh, Patriotism, what
erimes are committed in thy name!

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn,

The Clerk read as follows:

For every expendlture requisite for or Incident to the work of the
Ameriean Battle Monuments Commission authorized by the act en-
titled “An act for the creatlon of an American Battle Monuments
Commission to erect sultable memorials commemorating the services
of the Amerlcan soldier In Europe, and for other purposes,” approved
March 4, 1923, Including the acquisition of land or interest In land
in foreign countries for carrying out the purposes of sald act without
submission to the Attorney General of the United Btates under the
provisions of section 855 of the Revised Statutes; employment of
personal services in the District of Columbla and elsewhere; the
transportation of, mileage of, relmbursement of actual travel expenses
or per diem in lieu thereof to the personnel engaged upon the work of
the commission, as authorized by law; the reimbursement of actual
travel expenses (not exceeding $8 per day) or per dlem in lleu thereof
(not exceeding $7 per day) to, and the tramsportation of the members
of the commission, while engaged upon the work of the commission ;
the establishment of offices and the rent of office space In foreign
countries; the purchase of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehlicles
for the official use of the commlission and Its personnel In forelgn
countries, at a total cost of not to exceed $2,500; the maintenance,
repair, and operation of motor-propelled passengeér-earrying vehicles,
which may be furnished to the commisslon by other departments of
the Government or acquired by purchase; printing, binding, engraving,
lithographing, photographing, and typewriting; the purchase of maps,
textbooks, newspapers, and perlodicals; $800,000: Provided, That the
appropriation hereln made shall be immediately avallable, and together
with the unexpended balances of the appropriations made available for
the fiscal year 1928 by the act approved March 3, 1025, shall remaln
available untll expended: Provided further, That the commission may
Incur obligntions and enter into contracts for bullding materials and
supplies and for construetion work, which, inclusive of the amounts
herein made available, shall not exceed a total of $3,000,000: Pro-
vided further, That without reference to the reguirements of existing
laws or regulations, the commission may employ, by contract or other-
wise, professional and technical personnel, and may make contracts for
work in Europe: Provided further, That when travellng on business
of the commission officers of the Army gerving as members or as
secretary of the commisglon may be reimbursed for expenses as pro-
vided for other members of the commission: Provided further, That
disbursements for expenditures outside of continental United States
may be made by a speclal disbursing agent designated by the com-
misston and under such regulations as It may prescribe.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chalrman, I reserve a
point of order on the paragraph. No; I will not reserve a
point of order, although there are things in it which are subject
to a point of order, but I move to strike ount the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention at this time and in
this piace, because I do not know of any other place where I
can with propriety do it, to the pecullar situation which exlsts
in regard to the personnel of this commission. Now, I do not
mean by that to reflect upon any individual who is a member
of the commission.

Gentlemen will remember that in the Sixty-seventh Congress,
moved by a very proper impulse, we provided for the ereation
of this Battle Monument Commission. Of course it is unneces-
gary to go into the reasons for its creatlon, The reasons are
obvious. It was desired that during the time of men now
living who had served in a great World War, and while the
topography and the scenes and the emotions were all fresh in
their memorles, plans should be made for the erection of monu-
ments to those who served this country In the great World War.

I do not know whether the present President of the United
States or his immediate predecessor made the appointment of
those who are now members of the commission, and I wish to
repeat again that what I am saying is not intended as any
reflection on any of the individuals who have been appointed.

What I am trying to reach is that there is no representation
on the commission south of Maryland; there is no representa-
tion on the commission west of the Appalachian Mountains.

Mr. FISH. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will
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Mr. FISH. There 18 no representation north of Pennsyl-
vania, is there? The great State of New York, that had one-
tenth of all the soldiers, has no representation, and I will make
the statement stronger than did the gentleman—there is no
representation north of New Jersey. And let me say that the
commission was appointed by President Harding, and one of
the members comes from Illinois,

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. I shall have to go farther
than the Appalachian Mountains, then. There is no representa-
tion west of the Mississippi River, no representation south of
Maryland, and no representation, the gentleman from New
York says, north of New Jersey.

It does seem to me that in a wonderfully great matter of this
gort that should not be, Bear in mind that this commission is
to determine places at which monuments are to be constructed.
It does seem to me that in a great sentimental matter of this
sort that some method ought to be found where there can be,
not as regards persons but as regards sections, a more equitable
distribution of representation than is now on this commission.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee has expired.

Mr. SEARS of Florida.
the paragraph.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr, Chairman, I offer a perfecting amend-
ment to the text.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers a
perfecting amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, line 22, strike out lines 22, 23, and the word “ statutes” on
line 24,

Mr. McKEOWN., Mryr. Chairman, if this bill passes in its
present form it will repeal a section of our statute which makes
it the duty of the Attorney General to pass on the title to all
real estate purchased by the United States. I do not think that
the Congress of the United States wants to take that power
from the Attorney General. I think if the Government of the
United States spends its money for real estate it ought to have
the title passed upon in the purchase of lands in a foreign
country. No man’s opinion will be so reliable as that of the
Attorney General of the United States. :

My amendment simply restores section 355, Revised Laws,
restoring the powers which the Attorney General now has.
There is no reason why the title to monument lands should not
be first carefully scrutinized and passed on by the Attorney
General, just as any other real estate that the United States
proposes to buy. If we pass this biH in its present form, it
takes away the safeguard that the Government has in respect
fo the title to lands that it purchases. If we buy these monu-
ment lands, it is something that is to last forever. We ought
to have good title to them. I submit the amendment to the
committee with this observation. Its purpose is to safeguard
the title to the land which the United States itself buys, and no
good reason has been given why the United States Government
should take down that safeguard.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes..

Mr. WOOD, For the mere purpose of accomplishing the thing
which we desire to have accomplished that provision was placed
in the bill. What lawyer is there in the United States that
could possibly pass on a French title?

Mr. McKEOWN. The Attorney General's office could pass on
the title and give his opinion before we spent our money.
French lawyers will pass upon it, but who in the United States
wants to pay out money on the statement of lawyers without
the sanction of the Attorney General?

Mr. WOOD. In the formation of this act that very question
was anticipated. Section 4 provides that the President 1is
requested to make necessary arrangements with the proper au-
thorities of the countries concerned to enable the commission to
carry out the purposes of the act. A great portion of this land
is being donated and it will not cost the Government anything,
There is no process of condemnation over there. We can not
condemn those lands, but we must go along as best we can, and
the best way in the world to get along is through their agents.
It would be foolish for us to send some one over there to look
up these titles. They do not amount to much anyway, so far
as expenditure is concerned. The getting of the title is a mere
bagatelle.

Mr. McKEOWN. But the gentleman knows that no matter
if the land comes to us by donation, we ought to have a good
title to it, and at least Congress ought to have the justification
for placing buildings upon the land that the Attorney General
of the United States in his official capacity has passed on the
title. Suppose we accept the land and somebody comes up after

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
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a while with a claim that the title is defective. The United-
States will be compelled probably to pay some enormous sum
to settle some French claim. I think we ought to safeguard the
title because we are to place a monument there which is to
last for all time.

Mr, WOOD. The question referred to by the gentleman was
submitted to the Attorney General, and the language we have
here comes in consequence of that submission.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. To move to strike out the last three
words of the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York rises in
opposition to the pro forma amendment,

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
from Michigan rise?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan.
last word.

The CHAIRMAN.
recognized.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Tennessee has referred to the personnel of the Battle Monu-
ments Commission, and I must confess that the observation
that he made quite appealed to me; but I have made some
inquiry as to the way in which this commission was appointed
and the reason for the appointment of those who happen to
compose its personnel is this: The chairman, and obviously the
proper chairman, is the former General of the Armies, General
Pershing; Davip A. Reep, Senator from Pennsylvania; Jouwn
Primre Hir, our colleague in this House; Thomas W. Miller
was the nominee of the American Leglon; G. John Markey
was the nominee of the National Guard Association; R. G.
Woodside was the nominee of the Veterans of Foreign Wars;
and Mrs. Frederick W. Bentley to represent the Gold Star
Mothers; and Maj. X, H. Price, the secretary, an officer of the
United States Army. :

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, The gentleman from New
York will remember that I was particularly careful to empha-
size the fact that I was not objecting to the individual
members.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I quite understood that. I understood
the gentleman's objection went to the concentration of this
personnel for an activity, that is so vital and sentimentally
affected the whole country, in one part of the country; and
that is the explanation. Mr, Chairman, I do not think that
we should leave this subject of this appropriation for the
Battle Monuments Commission without some further informa-
tion as to the progress they have made in their work and what
they are proposing to do.

Now they have filed their report. It is not a report to Con-
gress but a report to the President of the United States, and
by the act appointing them they are giving the broadest kind
of power in the location and construction of memorials. It
Indicates what they are doing in a certain way, but it does not
disclose in any way the places where these monuments are to be
erected, and the theory upon which the Monument Commission
is proceeding, and there is no subject of greater interest to
veterans of the war. I find indicated what their plan is, how-
ever, in the printed report of the hearings before the com-
mittee, and apparently they propose to erect certain large me-
morials to commemorate campaigns, one at Montfaucon, one
at St. Mihiel, one at Chatean-Thierry, one at Nancy, one at
Tounrs, and one at Rome, and then they propose to erect certain
other memorials at an aggregate cost of $360,000, which is a
comparatively small proportlon of the total appropriation com-
pared with what they propose for these larger memorials.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I ask for five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection? 'The Chair hears none.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I will

Mr, McKEOWN. Is this contemplated in connection with
any other country except France?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I do not so understand. I understand
the purpose of this commission, and that the reason of thelr
existence is the construction of monuments in France. Now a
matter that will interest every veteran of the war, especially
those who took part in combats, is the manner in which this
commission proposes to proceed. Do they propose to com-
memorate the activities of the divisions so that there will be
a monument for each of the 29 combat divisions, or will that

I move to strike out the

The gentleman from New York has been
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include division actlvities in the larger general memorials?
That raises a very important consideration, and I do not believe
that we should pass by this appropriation without being in-
formed somewhat as to really what they contemplate. It so
happens there is on the floor a Member——

Mr. McKEOWN. Does the gentleman know anything about
what the battle monuments would cost in the total amount?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I can not answer the gentleman by
giving the total. Of course, the land upon which these monu-
ments will stand will be in some agency of the Government of
the United States or, in fact, in the Government of the United
States, and that of course must be arranged by some agree-
ment with the Government of France.

The Government of the United States has no right to go in
there and buy land as a private individual. Whatever we do
there must be by virtue of some quasi treaty or some arrange-
ment between the two Governments. I assume that as to any
land that we get for that purpose we shall have practically the
guaranty of the Government of the French Repullic as to the
gecurity and permanence of our tenure,

Mr, McKEOWN. There is no safeguard for that in this bill

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. It so happens that we have on the
floor here as a Member of our own body one of the members
of this commission. I believe that the committee and the coun-
try should be informed at this time somewhat of the plan and
the procedure they propose to follow in the location of monu-
ments. We have practically no information on that matter, as it
stands to-day.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last two words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland moves to
gtrike out the last two words.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, I think the committee is very properly interested in
this appropriation, and I would be very glad indeed to answer
any question that any member of the committee desires to ask
after I have made a brief statement on the point raised by the
gentleman from New York, because I was appointed on this
commission as the representative of the House,

Iu the first place, I think the comment of the gentleman from
Tennessee on the geographical location of the members of this
commission of seven is a very natural one. Every member of
the commission, when the commission organized, was struck by
the fact of the location within a comparatively small area of
the membership of the commission.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Certainly.

Mr, MONTAGUE. Was the partisan composition of the com-
mission in any way considered? It appears to be wholly a par-
tisan commission ; but I have no objection to it.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman with en-
tire sincerity that I do not know what are the polities of the
members of the commission with one exception. The question
has never come up.

Mr. MONTAGUE. In all matters of this sort it is desirable
that politics should be wholly eliminated.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I agree entirely with the gentleman.
I do not want to bore the committee with this recital, but I
think the committee should understand the origin of the com-
mission.

As I understand, the bill was originally drafted by the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and some of the gentlemen here who
are on that committee know more about it than I do. I under-
stand that the bill provided that the commission should consist
of seven members, and it was specifically stated that those seven
members should be as follows: One representative of the Regu-
lar Army, one representative of the Senate, one representative
of the House, one representative of the American Legion, one
representative of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, one representa-
tive of the National Guard Association, and one representative
of the Gold Star Mothers. Then, I understand—and perhaps
I got my information by reading the hearings on the bill—I
had nothing to do with the formation of the commission——

Mr. HILL of Alabama. It was left to the President to
select the members of this commission, was it not?

Mr. HILL of Maryland, Yes. The original bill provided that

the members of the commission should represent each different
organization, but the power finally was given to the President
to appeint any seven he wanted. My understanding is that with
the exception of General Pershing and the representative of the
Senate and the representative of the House the members of the
commission were recommended to the President by the above-
named organizations.
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The commission consists of seven members. General Pershing
was naturally picked out to represent the Army. Senator REEp
of Pennsyivania was picked out because he was at that time
ong of the few Members of the Senate who had been in the
World War. He served as & major in the Seventy-ninth Divl-
glon. He had a very distinguished service as an artillery officer.
He received the distinguished-service medal and the Legion of
Honor for war services.

My appointment came about in this way: Apparently there
were two very able and distingnished Members of the House
whose appointment was strongly urged by their friends. My
appointment was urged by nobody. The President, as I under-
stand, came to the conclusion that he could not properly appoint
either one of those two Members of the House and——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-
land has expired,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. May I have five minutes more?

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The President then appointed me.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr., Chairman, will the gentleman
yield there?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I trust the gentleman will not waste
too much time on the personnel of the commission, but will
come down to the matter of the program.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I had no desire to speak on the
subject at all, but I thought that, being a member of the com-
mission, some explanation should be made in answer to the
gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Knowing the limitations as to time,
I thought perhaps the House would be satisfied with the
explanation already given concerning the appointments.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I think there should be time
allowed to discuss this matter.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield there?

Mr, HILL of Maryland. In a moment.

So the representatives of the Army and of the Senate and
of the House were appointed in that way. I had not been an
applicant for the position and did not know anything about
it. I understand very distinctly that Colonel Woodside, who
happened to come from Pittsburgh, which is the residence of
Major Reep—and Major Regp had nothing to do with his
appointment—received his appointment upon the recommenda-
tion of the representatives of the Veterans of Forelgn Wars,
he having been their grand commander at one time. Colonel
Woodside was decorated with the distingulshed-service cross
and wounded in action in France. I also know that Colonel
Markey, who happens to come from Maryland, was recom-
mended by the National Guard Association. He commanded
an Infantry regiment in France and received the distinguished-
service medal and the Legion of Honor for combat service.

I know there was a very spirited contest in the American
Legion over the appointment of their representative, and
Colonel Miller, who had served as an officer in the Seventy-
ninth Division in the fighting north of Verdun in 1918, and
who happened to come from Delaware, was appointed. Mrs,
Bentley, of Chicago, lost a son in battle in France, was
president of the Gold Star Mothers, and was recommended by
them.

Now, gentlemen, this accounts for the grouping of the ap-
pointees on this commission in a comparatively small area,
and I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that is a
matter for very proper comment, but it came about in that
way. There was no guestion of political consideration in the
sense of party politiecs. There was no question of geographic
location, it was a guestion of representation of different units
or organizations.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I yleld.

Mr. BLACK of New York. I was just wondering who on
the commission passed on the artistic value of the designs
submitted for monuments.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman that
by the act ereating the commission, that, subject to the approval
of the Fine Arts Commission in Washington here, and while
the Battle Monuments Commission may express an opinion,
the final decislon on artistic matters where they have been
prepared by proper architects is up to them,

Mr. BLACK of New York. WIill the gentleman yleld again?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the gentleman know
whether or not on the Fine Arts Commission there is an
artlst or a sculptor?
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Mr. HILYL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman 1
understand the Fine Arts Commission is a very representative
body, but I have no personal knowledge except having met
with them.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I yield to {he gentleman.

Mr. McKEOWN. What is the purpose of leaving out the
usual provision that the gentleman is very familiar with, re-
quiring the Attorney General to pass on the title to the real
estate that might be acquired?

Mr, HILL of Maryland. That was done at the request of
the Depurtment of Justice. They sald they knew nothing about
French titles, and it would only complicate things. I will say
to the gentleman the amount of land to be bought s inappre-
clable. We have already acquired the cemeteries, and the
remaining land to be bought will only be some small sites big
enough to put monuments on. Personally, I'think it makes no
difference whether that provision is in or not.

Mr. McKEEOWN. What I wanted to know was whether they
expected to spend any money for large fees to lawyers for the
examination of titles.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Oh, no; because, as I have said,
the amount of land to be purchased is entirely negligible.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-
land has again expired.

Mr. HILL of Maryland, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no ohjection.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I would like to ask the gentleman if
he is correct in the statement that the land for the cemetery
was bought. I think the gentleman is in error as to that. I
think the lands now constituting the cemeteries are lands prac-
tically ceded to this country by the Government of France, and
that there is not involved any purchase of land, except, pos-
sibly, some additional small lots to piece out.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to say to the gentle-
man from New York and to the committee that probably what
the gentleman has said is entirely correct. No one knows more
about the cemetery situation in France than the gentleman
from New York. The gentleman was Assistant Secretary of
War, and as a former officer in the Twenty-seventh Division
the gentleman took a great deal of interest in the matter, with
special reference to the cemeteries and battle flelds in the

Belgium region, where his division served. What 1 intended !

to say was that the cemeteries were all acquired, and it would
not be necessary to pass on the titles.

Mr, REECE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. REECE. Am I correct in the opinion that the commis-
sion expects to approve monuments for the various divisions
that were in the scene of operations during the war?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman that the
original plan of the War Department before the commission
was appointed was one that seemed very rational. Most of us
here in the House saw exhibited out in the lobby a little imi-
tation marble block with a bas-relief bronze map on it. I
personally was very much impressed with it. It was intended
to have about 1,500 or 1,600 of those markers. That was the
original plan of the War Department. The idea was that the
American tourists would go to one of these markers, would
stand behind it, and be able to locate all of the units in a
certain phase of a certain operation; but I will say to the com-
mittee that when we went to look at the ground itself we found
existing monuments much bigger than those. For instance, the
monument of the First Division.

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Will the gentleman tell ns who the
gentleman means by “we "7

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I mean the Battle Monuments Com-
mission,

Mr. HILL of Alabama.
of the Government?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Naturally, the commission went at
the expense of the Government. I ¢an not see that there was
anything particularly disgraceful in the Battle Monuments
Commission having gone there at the expense of the Govern-
ment. It was authorized by the House and directed by the
House, and there was not any possible way to do the work
unless the commission did go there. Some of the members of
the commission were willing and able to pay their own way,
but the Government does not expect members of a commission
of this sort to do that.

Mr. REECE. Will the gentleman yield inasmuch as the
gentleman has mentioned the monument of the First Division?
The commission, as I understand it, has not yet approved the

The commission went at the expense
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locatlon of the monument of the First Divislon, and if the gen-
tleman will permit, the reason I am asking about this Is that
I understand they have erected a monument at Vigneuelles,
whereas another American division, namely, the Twenty-sixth
Division, had captured Vigneuelles six hours before the ad-
vance guard of the First Division reached that place.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. That is a good example of the many
difficulties we have had In straightening out matters in such a
way as to get at historical accuracy with respect to the differ-
ent operations. .

Mr. HILL of Alabama. If the gentleman will permit, I
would like to say I did not mean to ecriticize the commission
for going over there at the expense of the Government. I
was asking for information. A

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I thought the gentleman’s remark
was an implied eriticism.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I yield.

Mr. SNELL. I would like to get some information in regard
to the title to the cemeteries. As I understand it, we purchased
the land, but it was deeded to the French Government aud they
in turn gave us a lease of the land; is that correct?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman my
understanding is we have absolute coutrol of the cemeteries.

Mr. SNELL. Is the title in the United States Government
or is It in the French Government with a lease to us?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. No; the title, I think, is entirely
in the United States, and It is ceded to us. The flag of the
United States flies over the cemeteries and we have complete
jurisdiction.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-

i land has again expired.

Mr. SNELL. Mr., Chairman, I ask unanimouns consent that
the gentleman from Maryland may have five additional min-
utes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield for a word
about that?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. There are six main cemeteries. There
is the cemefery of the Argonne-sur-Meuse, at Romagne, where
some 14,000 soldiers are now buried. This was a battle field
cemetery, where the dead were gathered immediately after the
engagement, and by some arrangement that existed between our
Government and the French Government that land became
Then there is the American cemetery at St.
Mihiel, where the soldiers who were killed in the battle of St.
Mihiel were gathered and buried.

Then there is the Oise-Aisne Cemetery near Fere-en-Tar-
denols, where there are about 6,000 buried, who died in the
operations along the Vesle and around Soissons. The same
thing applies to the Aisne-Marne Cemetery at Belleau Wood,
where there are over 2,000 buried, and that is a cemetery that
was established immediately after the operations, where the
dead were gathered in the battle area. I am partienlarly
familiar with the cemetery where the Twenty-seventh and
Thirtleth Divisions, constituting the Second Corps, attacked
the Hindenburg line, at the tunnel of Cambria-St. Quentin
Oanal. We have a cemetery at Bony, right at the tunnel,
where about 2,000 are buried. I vividly recall the way that
cemetery was started. In the same way there is the Flauders
Field Cemetery at Waereghem, in Belgium. These cemeteries
and the land constituting the cemeteries all became the prop-
erty of the United States; or I think it should be more accu-
rately stated by saying that the French Government holds that
land in perpetunal trust for the United States.

Mr, SNELL. That is just the question I had in mind.

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. As cemeterial land; and unless there
has been some additional territory acquired that was not in-
cluded in the original confines of the cemetery, which was
deemed necessary to be bought, the Government of the United
States has not been required to pay anything for any of this
cemeterial land, as I reecall.

Mr. SNELL. I have been told distinctly, and I remember
a bill before Congress appropriating a certain amount of money
for the purchase of cemetery land in France.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I am only giving my recollection,
There may have been additional amounts of land, but most of
the larger areas of the cemeteries did not involve the payment
of any money.

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman says the French Government
holds this land for us in perpetuity.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I do not want to be too positive; I am
only giving my understanding. :
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Mr. SNELL. T hope that somebody will be able to tell us of
the manner in which we hold that land.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Originally there were about 1,555
American battle cemeteries with sometimes not more than 10
graves. Immediately after the war those were consolidated
into eight cemeterfes. We have at the present time abroad a
cemetery near Brookwood, England, one near Waereghem, Bel-
gium, and in France one near Bony, one near Suresnes, one near
Fere-en-Tardenois, one near Belleau, one near Thiacourt, and
one near Rbmague,

Mr. SNELL. I have been there and seen the cemetery, but
I am trying to get information from the gentlemen whether
we bought the land, and who owns it. It seems to me that
some Member of the House ought to have that informatlon.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will get the information and put it
in the Recorp. These cemetery lands were acquired several
years before you created the Battle Monument Commission.
The cemetery land does not belong to the commission but to
the War Department. The War Department keeps the ceme-
teries np. You make the appropriation for markers and stones
for the War Department, and the Battle Monument Commission
is only concerned in the decoration and beautification of the
cemeteries.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will.

Mr. MONTAGURE, Some Member has used the word “ ceded.”
I do not understand that the lands were ceded. They are
simply dedicated by France for cemetery use as long as the
American soldiers may be buried under that soil. If they were
taken up, the lands would revert.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. 1 am quite sure the gentleman from
Virginia is entirely accurate.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-
land has again expired.

Mr, WOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
have two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOOD. I do not think there Is any question but that
the title to 2 number of these cemeteries is directly under the
War Department. While we were advocating whether or not
we would bring the remains of the soldiers back to this country
we enacted a bill authorizing the War Department to bring back
the remains of those that they thought necessary and desirable
to bring back and provide burial places for those not brought
back. In that bill we got title to the burial ground in which
our dead were buried.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland., Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman has said that the interest
the United States Government had in the cemeteries was in the
War Department. Whatever interest the United States Gov-
ernment has ought to be in the Government of the United States
and not in the War Department,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Perhaps I used the term very
loosely.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Maryland should not
use terms loosely.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I followed the gentleman from
Texas, whose language is loose most of the time. [Laughter.]

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mz, HILL of Maryland. Yes:

Mr. HILL of Alabama. I understand the Battle Monument
Commission has made one trip to France.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes; in the summer of 1924,

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Does it propose to make another
trip?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. There is no immediate proposition
for another trip.

Mr, HILL of Alabama. The gentleman does not think an-
other trip will be necessary.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. At the present time, I do not expect
one. During the last summer three members of the commission
went to France at their own expense, and made an inspection to
see how the work was getting along.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I understand General Pershing
made a trip independent of the commission.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say that General Pershing
made two trips at his own expense. A year ago this past sum-
mer General Pershing made the second trip entirely at his own
expense to see what had been done in the cemeteries.

Mr. MOORE of Virginla. And let me say, for the sake of
accuracy, that in the designs determined upon by the commission
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the Commission of Fine Arts does not function except by the
way of approval. That is in the basic act.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. I will say that so far the designs
for the final monuments have not been approved, but we have
been In consultation with the Fine Arts Commission,

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I would say that as a member
of the commission that assisted in draffing the statute on
which the appropriation is based, there was set up a commis-
sion in the original act. Then there was a great deal of con-
troversy as to the compesition of the commission. There was
a long debate in the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and finally
the commitiee determined that the only thing to do that was
reasonable was to leave the designation of the members of the
commission to the President,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. As I understand, the committoe
originally had some definite member from such and such a
gronp, and so forth.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. There was a designation of cer-
taln people to go on the commission in the original draft,
but that was tentative and was so regarded, There was a
great deal of discussion as to how the comunission should be
made up.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am very glad to have that con-
firmation of my understanding of the original draft.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The gentleman has been diverted very
much from the purpose for which he rose. I ask the gentle-
man to tell us a little more about the plan of the Battle Monu-
ments Commisslon with regard to the erection of memorials,
whether they are proceeding along the line of memorials to
campaigns or whether they propose to erect divisional monu-
ments?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I have been very
glad to yield, because I feel this is a matter that the House
should know about and that there should be full understand-
Ing on everything relating to the commission,

The original plan suggested by the War Department before
the commission was created was for about 1,550 markers——

Mr. BULWINKLE. AMr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yleld?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. BULWINKLE. Then the work of the commission is
to have these markers placed in the cemeteries?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Oh, no; the markers have nothing
to do with the cemeteries. These are historical markers.

Mr. BULWINKLE. And you do not have anything to do
with them?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I do not understand what the
gentleman means.

Mr. BULWINKLE. The gentleman stated the other day on
the floor of the House that crosses would be placed at the
graves,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Those are headstones, and they
are different from historical markers.

Mr, BULWINEKLHE. Then they have headstones. Then you
established the cemeteries and bought the land?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. No.

Mr. BULWINEKLE. The land was donated?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. No.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-
land has again expired.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for two minufes to answer the question
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. WaiNwgrieart] has
raised.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks
unanimous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objec-
tion?

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet, it
seems to me that this discussion has taken an undue length
of time without any accomplishment whatever, We have com-
mitted ourselves to a statute here that authorizes the doing of
these things. We have transferred the aunthority from the
Congress of the United States to this commission to do a certain
thing, and it is within their power unless we by affirmative
legislation change it. While the discussion is instructive and
educational, we will never get done.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my
request for additional time.

I had no desire to speak upon this subject, but it is a matter
which the House asked questions about, and I have been frying
to explain what the situation is. I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for half a minute to make a further statement.
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The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mons consent to proceed for half a minute. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, we have two things
here. There are the cemeteries which were created before the
American Battle Monuments Commission was created by Con-
gress, In the cemeteries are tombstones, and they are under
the supervision of the War Department. The only thing that
the Battle Monuments Commission had to do was to decide
whether they should use crosses or headstones to mark the
graves.

In addition to that, you have various historical markers and
things of that sort. There is no necessity for me taking your
time., Here is a full report of the commission, which every one
of you have had, for the year ending 1925. The next report of
the commission will be published in a few days, amnd., as the
chairman of the subcommittee has said, the committee hearings
are full and cover this subject. I refer you to the siatement
of Major Price as to plans for historical monuments. I
apologize to the committee for having taken so much time.
[Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentlemsan from Oklahoma.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr, Chairman, may we have the amend-
ment again reported?
The CHAIRMAN.

again reported,

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the
amendment, as follows:

On page 4, beginning with line 22, strike out lines 22, 23, and the
word " statutes ™ in line 24,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out lines 4 and 5 of the paragraph we are now consider-
ing. I offer that, of course, as a pro forma amendmént. I
speak of those lines because I wish to call the attention of
the chairman and other members of the committee to the par-
ticular things to which they relate. It is here provided that
for traveling expenses members of the American Battle Monu-
ments Commission may expend $8 per day, $7 per day, and so
forth. At another place in the bill there is a provision regard-
ing traveling expenses for the Alien Custodian or those who
gserve under him, providing for $4 per day. A little further on
in the bill—the bill now before us—we find provision made for
expenses of travel by members of and men connected with the
Federal Trade Commission, at $5 per day and $4 per day. I
call the attention of the committee to these numerons and dif-
ferent provisions, to the confusion, to the disordered state of
affairs, in respect to allowances for travel expenses by officials
and employees of the Government,

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Yes.

Mr. FISH. If the gentleman will look into the proposition
he will find it goes much further than he has suggested. Un-
der the bill the members are allowed to spend seven and eight
dollars a day. Previous to that—during the trip abroad last
year—the commission spent $12 a day, of which $8 was for
food.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. It may be too high or it
may not be high enough—it might be necessary to increase or
decrease it materially—I am not arguing that; I am not now
concerned with that feature. I am speaking of the lack of
uniformity, the variance, the fact that there is so much vari-
ance, between and among our laws—this and other laws—re-
specting money allowances to officinls and employees of the
Government traveling ont of Washington.

Mr, WOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I will yleld.

Mr. WOOD. The reason for the rule—and we entered into
it very thoroughly a year ago, and I think in the hearings now
there may be something—is that members of this commission
gerve absolutely without any compensation.

Mr., McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I am not questioning the
advisability or necessity of any per diem, large or small; I
speak at this time only for the purpose of calling attention to
the wide and inexplicable difference between different laws
relating to the subject of traveling expenses. I am not arguing
that this, that, or the other amount is right or wrong. I am
simply calling attention to the hopeless confusion in which the
House finds itself when bills are brought in to provide, among
other things, money to pay traveling expenses of officials and
employees of our Government. In a bill we considered a few
days ago certain officials are to be allowed expenses at the rate

Without objection, the amendment will be

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

4317

of $10 a day. In the bill before ns there i3 one allowance of
$8; for another $7 is to be allowed. In this same bill on the
next page certain officlals are to be permitted $5, others $4 a
day. Why this difference? Why this diserimination, why all
this confusion, why this excuse and provocation to contention
on the floor of the House whenever these bills are considered?
The very matter of which I speak has been brought up many
times, and it has been suggested that inasmuch as the Com-
mittee on Appropriations has entire authority to bring in these
bills, an effort ought to be made to harmonize them. Enact-
ment of laws may be necessary. It has been suggested that this
or some other committee bring in a measure of that kind. And
I am suggesting that measures should be brought in to arrange
this matter in scme reasonable and uniform shape.

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I will yield.

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to say for the information of the
gentleman from Michigan that we have before the Commiitee
on Reform in the Civil Service two or more bills dealing with
the specific matters to which the gentleman refers, and a sub-
committee has been appointed to draft a bill which will take
care of the whole matter of travel pay to Government officials
where they are required to travel.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I am pleased to learn that.
That is a step in the right direction.

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Chairman, I rise to oppose the pro forma
amendment. I am in sympathy with the general proposition
suggested by the gentleman from Michigan that there should
be uniform law with reference to per diem allownnce, but this
commisgion, I think every gentleman here will readily concede,
should be excepted by reason of its activities. The members of
this commission invited to serve in this capacity are from
the highest walks of life, giving their services without com-

pensation.
Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. WOOD. I will.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Of course, it applies to this particn-
lar commission, but what does the gentleman say, 18 a member
of the Committee on Appropriations, as to making diiferent
rates of allowance to Government employees of egual dignity
and responsibility?

Mr. WOOD. 1 think it is a mistake and should be remedied.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Why does not the gentleman correct
it? I want to say to the gentleman that when we had the tax
bill the question came up as to how much allowance should be
made to representatives of the so-called tax board. We de-
clined to put any allowance, and I called Mr. MappEN, and Mr,
Greex talked to Mr. Mappexw, and he told us the Appropriations
Committee this year hoped, as they had in the past, to bring
in some uniform provision by which they would receive the
same compensation. It has not been done and I have wondered
if you are ever going to do it?

Mr. WOOD. If I had my way it would be done.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Who is obstructing it—Joe Byrxs?

Mr. WOOD. I think it is Joe Byrxs. [Laughter.] Mr.
Chairman, in building these monuments they ought to be com-
mensurate at least with the importance we occupied in the
World War, and the commission erecting them in accord with
appropriate designs should not be compelled to visit cheap
hotels and restaurants in Paris. We would be ashamed of
them, and inasmuch as they are giving their time without
charge to the United States Government, it is as little as we
ecan do to make a pretense at their stopping at the Crillon,
where the President of the United States stopped. Now, we
at least ought to be consistent and the United States is so big
that in circumstances of this character it would be a damnable
shame and a blemish upon us.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. BYRNS. I want to say in reply to the interrogatory of
the gentleman from Texas that the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations [Mr. MappeN] has under consideration the
idea of proposing some uniform rule in reference to traveling
expenses——

Mr. WOOD. There ought to be.

Mr. BYRNS. We all agree there ought to be, but the gextle-
man knows, because he is a very busy man, that the chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations has been exceedingly busy
up to this time with appropriation bills, I think the com-
mittee under the lead of its chairman has made a record in
preparing and bringing those bills before the House at such an
early time and securing their passage : and therefore Mr. MappEN,
chairman of the eommittee, has not had the opportunity to give
his attention to other matters. I am sure he will do so before
long.
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Mr. GARNER of Texas. T am very glad to hear that en-
couraging statement, but it seems strange to me that you have
not a sufficlent force in the Committee on Appropriations to
attend to this, or that there is not a sufficient effort made. The
latter part of last November this matter should have had the
attention of the committee. The Recorp shows that you said
you were going to do it a year ago. The Recorp shows that the
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. MappEx]
promised to have It attended to.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn.
The Clerk will read.

Mr. FISH., Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Fisit: On page 6, line 1, strike out the
fignres * $3,000,000,”" and insert the followlng: * $2,909,000, of which
sum not to execed $30,000 shall be expended for the érection near
Bechault, France, of a sultable monument to commemorate the valiant
gervices of the colored American Infantry regiments attached to the
French Fourth Army.”

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the
amendment. It changes existing law. It is a direct violation
of the law under which this appropriation is made.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee please
malke hls point of order again?

Mr. BYRNS. My point of order is that the amendment
changes existing law. The law provides the conditions that shall
control as to material and design of these monuments and pro-
vides for the erection of all American monuments in Europe at
such places as the commission shall determine. The amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York would take from
the commission this power, this discretion, given to it expressly
by the statute which created the commission.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the
gentleman from Tennessee also that it is not authorized by
existing law, I make the further point of order, Mr. Chair-
man, that it is not anthorized by existing law.

Mr, FISH. Mr. Chairman, this amendment merely reduces
the expenditure. If the chairman will listen, T would like to
read a decision of John @G. Carlisle, which is exactly in point:

Under the third clause of Rule XXI an individual Member upon the
floor may offer an amendment changing exlsting law provided it re-
trenches expenditures in one of three modes: First, by reducing the
number and salaries of the officers of the United States; or, secondly,
by reducing the compensation of persons paid out of the Treasury of
the United States; or, thirdly, by reducing the amounts covered by the
bill. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts
does not propese to add an appropriation of $150,000 to the bill; but
it provides that of the amount appropriated by the bill the sum of
$150,000 may be used for certain purposes, and it diminishes the
amount covered by the bill by striking out * $9,500,000 " and Inserting
% £0 490,000.” 8o that the Chalr is bound to hold that the amendment
conforms strictly to the language of the rule. Whetler the language
actually used in this rule accomplishes the exact purpose which the
House had in view in adopting it is not a question for the Chair to
decide; but taking the language of the rule as it stands and putting
upon it the construction which ordinarily would be put upon such
language in a statute or in a rule of the House, the Chair is com-
pelled to hold that the amendment comes within the rule and is in
order.

Now, I submit that, Mr, Chairman, as being the decision of
John G. Carlisle, one of the foremost parlinmentarians that
has ever been in this House, and I believe that that decision
still holds.

The CHAIRMAN,
state that section?

Mr. FISH. Section 3892, volume 4, of Hinds' Precedents.

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chalrman, I wish to make a further point
of order, that the amendment is not germane.

The CHAIRMAN, Is the gentleman from New York through
with his argument?

Mr. FISH. For the moment; yes.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention
of the Chair to section 966:

A limitation must not give an affirmative direction and must not
fmpose new doties and must not be accompanied by language not directly
limiting the appropriation.

I do not know that there is any need of arguning this further,

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please repeat his
statement? .

Mrv. SNELL. I want to call the Chair's attention to sec-
tion 966:

Will the gentleman from New York please
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A lmltation must not give an afirmative direction and must not
impose new duties and must not be accompanied by language not
directly limiting the appropriation.

It seems to me the amendment offered by my colleague from
New York not only cuts down the amount of the appropriation
but directly imposes new duties on this commission. It pro-
vides distinctly that this commission must create a monument
plan for colored soldiers, and in doing that it must prescribe
new duties not at present authorized by law. If so, a poeint of
order would lie against it.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr, Chairman, if this amend-
ment is in order at all, it can be in order only as a limita-
tion. It does not come within the Holman rule, because the
Holman rule applies when the law fixes salaries or compen-
sation of officers or other charges on the Treasury, and the
amendment, though it may have the effect of changing exist-
ing law, reduces expenditures; cuts that down. If this amead-
ment is in order at all, it is in order as a limitation. But a
limitation must be negative entirely in its application. A limi-
tation can not direct any affirmative action by any department
of the Government.

For instance, if we had an appropriation providing $1,000,000
to build monuments, if the gentleman’s amendment said,
“provided, however, that no part of this appropriation shall
be used for building any monument over 10 feet high and cost-
ing more than $30,000,” it would be in order because that is a
limitation of the use to which the money can be put, since the
law would authorize any monument from 1 foot high to 100,
the appropriation would be limited to monuments not over 10
feet high, but the gentleman does not stop at that. The gen-
tleman simply reduces nominally the appropriation by $10,000
and then he says, “provided, however, that the commissicn
shall do something." He directs and provides it shall build
a monument to some regiment of troops, without naming the
regiment, and 1 do not belleve the amendment deseribes it ex-
cept to state that it was composed of colored troops.

That is an affirmative direction to the commission to do some-
thing which under existing law can not be required of the com-
mission, because under existing law the commission is vested
with the discretion and with the judgment to locate these monu-
ments at such points and to dedicate them to such particular
battles or engagements as the commission may deem proper.
So it is both a change of existing law and a violation of the
rules with reference to limitations which require that they must
be negative; they must be, in fact, a limitation and not an ex-
tensfon of the legislative power. I submit the gentleman's
amendment is not in order.

I want to call the attention of the Chair to a ruling by the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Tinsonx] made at the last
session of Congress—I think the parliamentary clerk is familiar
with it—in which Mr. TiLso~ took up all the precedents on the
subject of limitations and exhaustively digested them and laid
down the rule I am now endeavoring to announce, that the
limitation must absolutely be negative; it must not direct
anything affirmative; and it must narrow the uses to which
the appropriation can be put rather than extend the uses to
which the appropriation can be put. The gentleman’s amend-
ment violates all three of those fundamental canons as laid
down in the ruling made by the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. TsoxN].

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman from New York
[Mr. lFum] has something further to offer, the Chair is ready
to rule,

Mr. FISH. I simply want to ask the Chair to read this
decision of Mr. Carlisie and some other decisions of the same
nature by Mr. Hull. I assume the Chair has the decision of
Mr. Carlisle before him. I think it still stands as the rule of
the House, and upon that I base my amendment as being in
order.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, of course, I do not know
what is in the Chair's mind about this proposition——

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be pleased to lLear the
gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to submit, in addition to
the argument made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Coxn-
NALLY], that the existing law upon which this appropriation
is based provides in sectlon 2:

That the commission shall prepare plans and estimates for the
erection of sultable memorials to mark and commemorate the services
of the American forces in Europe and erect memorials therein at such
pluces as the commission shall determine, including works of archi-
tecture and art in the American cemeteries in Europe.

The proposed amendment attempts to give a positive and
direct instruction to that commission to erect a particular
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monument at a particular place for a specific purpose. There-
fore it is invading the province of the commission as laid out
in the original law.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels it is unnecessary to go
into any lengthy discussion of the reasons for his decision
further than to state that it is a principle recognized by all
occupants of the chair in the past that in order to come within
the Holman rule there is required something more than a mere
reduction in the amount sought to be appropriated, as in this
case the amount of $3,000,000 is cut to $2,999,000. If the
amendment stopped there it would be in order, and there would
be no question about it, but by so undertaking to reduce the
appropriation in that manner the introducer of the amend-
ment is not permitted to inject or add legislation on an appro-
priation bill unless such legislation is essential to the accom-
plishment of a retrenchment of expenditure. The latter por-
tion of the gentleman’s amendment, which says that not to
exceed $30,000 shall be expended, is clearly a directlon to this
Battle Monuments Commission, which according to the law is
to operate with respect to these matters entirely at its dis-
cretion. The Chair therefore sustains the point of order.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FisE: On page 8, line 1, after the figures
“ £3 000,000, insert & colon and the following: “ Provided further,
That not more than one-half of this sum shall be expended unless or
unfil plans and estimates are proposed and approved by said com-
mission for the erection near Sechault, France, of a suitable monument
to commemorate the vallant services of the colored American Infantry
reglments attached to the Fremch Fourth Army, not to exceed in cost
$30,000.”

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against
the amendment.

Mr. FISH. I would merely point out, Mr. Chairman, that
this is a proper limitation. It says to this commission that
they can only expend one-half of this amount unless or until
they draw up plans and specificationrs, and approve them, to
erect & monument to the colored soldiers. It seems to me
that is a part of the duty of the commission, and as Members
of the Congress we can well limit their actions to that extent.

Mr. BLANTON. It is subject to the same vice that the last
amendment was, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mpr. Chairman—-

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Fisu] has concluded, the Chalr will hear the gentleman from
Illinois.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me it is
perfectly clear that the effect of this amendment is not to
reduce the appropriation. The effect Is to compel the com-
mission to do something in order to use the appropriation;
that is all. It is merely a form of compelling action by
the commission, and in itself it does not reduce the appro-
priation. :

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. And therefore is legislation.

My CHINDBLOM. Certainly; and therefore it is legisla-
tion.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule unless some
other gentleman desires to be heard. In ruling on this amend-
ment, the Chair is thoroughly aware that there are decisions by
decidedly more experienced and able chairmen than the present
occupant of the Chair who have held adversely to what the
present occupant of the Chair finds himself compelled to rule.
But under the later decisions a limitation on executive fune-
tions rather than on the appropriation has been held not in
order. From a careful reading of section 2, which has been
read by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Baxxnarap] it
seems to the Chair that the gentleman's amendment, as the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CHINDBLOM] says, directs the com-
mission to do a specific thing, actually changing the basic law
creating the commission, and that the amendment does not
restrict in any sense the appropriation. The Chair therefore
sustains the point of order.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 0§, line B, after the word * thereof,” strike out the words " §7
per day.”

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chalrman, I think the commission
ought to be paid traveling expenses, whatever they may be. If
they do not spend but $2 a day, they would only draw $2 a day.
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Mr. FISH. They are worse off in this bill than they were in
the former. They were allowed $12 a day, and now we have it
down to $7.

Mr. McKEOWN. I do not care what they had in the other
bill. If $8 a day is not sufficient to pay the expenses, we ought
to increase it to whatever is necessary. I do not want any man
working for the Government to pay his own expenses. Here is
what you do: If the expenses are only a dollar he can draw $7.
Under my amendment if his expenses are $8, he can get $8. It
is a guestion whether you want to set a new precedent and
change the situation. That is what the present law does.

Mr. WOOD. I said a while ago that this as a necessity is an
exception to the rule. We have got to have faith in the mem-
bers of the commission. I do not believe that the gentleman
from Oklahoma wants to cast a reflection on General Pershing
or anybody else that they would put in any charge that was not
legitimate.

Mr. McKEOWN. This does not make them put in any charge
not legitimate—the way the law is if their expenses are £8 they
can only draw $7. And if their expenses are only $1.50 they
have the option to take $7 by law.

Mr. WOOD. If General Pershing and gentlemen who were
appointed by reason of their high position, serving without
compensation, are subject to suspicion, we ought to adopt the
gentleman’s amendment,

Mr. McKEOWN. I give full credit to them as honest men,

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York., Cousidering the personnel of
the commission, how does the gentleman suppose we will get
the material to constitute the commission unless we pay a
decent rate of transportation?

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCKEOWN. Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The gentleman fixes no exact figure.

Mr. McKEOWN. No; I want te pay whatever it costs.

Mr, MONTAGUE. I wish to direct the gentleman’s atten-
tion fo this fact, that if that langnage passes the Comptroller
General will hold to $4 a day under the general field service for
employees of the Government. IfI am notright about that, try it.

Mr. McKEOWN. Why will that be?

Mr. MONTAGUE. Wait until you get the opinion of Mr.
MecCarl and you will see how it can be.

Mr. McKEOWN. Well, I want to understand the gentleman.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I make the direct statement that when
sums are appropriated for a commission to defray actual ex-
penses Comptroller General McCarl ruled that the actual ex-
penses shall be $4 a day—putting them on the same plane as
field agents. This House will never forgive itself unless it
makes a special absolute figure.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, in view of what the gentle-
man from Virginia says I will withdraw my amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 6, line 11, after the word *the" strike out the word * com-
mission ” and insert in Hen thereof the words “ Comptroller General.”

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of my amend-
ment is to keep the disbursing fund within the hands of the
Comptroller General. Ileisthe one that ought to control it, and
there is no reason why we should change the rule. The Comp-
troller General is vested with the authority at law to pass on
disbursements and he ought to be the one designated.

Mr. WOOD. I do not think the gentleman should insist en
that amendment. All these matters have to come finally before
the Comptroller General. The only exceptiou is because of the
fact that they have to have some stenographer or some person
that they can not get through the regular channel. This thing
is entirely out of the ordinary?

Mr. McCKEOWN. Yes; it is extraordinarily out of the ordi-
nary.

Mr. WOOD. It is, and the gentleman will find it still more
extraordinary as the thing progresses; but we have entered
upon this venture, and we can not afford to be impecunious
;)r tot handfeap the agency that we have put in foree to carry
t out.

Mr. McKEOWN. What objection would there be to having
the Comptroller General?

Mr. WOOD. The Comptroller General has so many other
things to do, and he is not charged with this specific per-
formance. These gentlemen are charged with that, and they
must submit their report to the Comptroller General. Let
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the responsibllity be where it is; if they are not right, let
the Comptroller General cut them down.

The CHAIRMAN. The quesiion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Oklahoma.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. I believe that I am now in a position to supply
the information that was called for in the early part of the
discussion of this paragraph with respect to the cost of the
land used for cemeteries in France. In the first place, the
title to the land is in the French Government as trustee for
the American Government, to be used in perpetuity for ceme-
tery purposes. If the land ceases to be used for that purpose,
it reverts to the French Government.

The cost of all the land has been a total of §26,828.10.
For the Belleau Wood Cemetery, the Alsne-Marne, there has
been paid $7,803.16; for the Flanders Field Cemetery in Bel-
gium, nothing ; for the Argonne Cemetery, which is the largest
of them all, the so-called Romagne Cemetery, nothing; for
the Oise-Aisne, $5,233.60; for the St. Mihiel Cemetery, $2.-
825.49: for the Somme Cemetery, which is the cemetery at
Bouy. $1,995.57; for the Suresnes Cemetery at Paris, §8,970.68.

Most of these expenditures, as I am informed, were for
additional land. That certainly applies to Suresnes, but I
have not been able to get precise information as to the others,
whether it was for the original tract on whith these bodies
were buried at the time of the war or for enlargements.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUH. What sum did the gentleman state for
Belleau Wood?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Seven thousand eight hundred and
three dollars and sixteen cents. s

Mr. MONTAGUE. As I am informed, the Belleau Wood
Cemetery itself cost nothing, but the $7,803.16 was applied
to the purchase of the wood itself, a small area on the battle
field, and that was secured in the way of personal gifts by
people of our own country.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT, The gentleman is quite correct. The
purchase of Bellean Wood for the so-called national park was by
voluntary gifts, but this amount, as I understand, was either for
the original grant or for an enlargement. I feel quite sure it
was for an enlargement,

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. Without objection, the Clerk will cor-
rect the spelling of the word “ member,” so that it will read
“members,” in the plural, on line 8, page 6.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

ARLINGTON MEMORIAL BEIDGE COMMISSION

Tor continping the comstruction of the Arlington Memorial Bridge
acrogs the Potomac River at Washington, authorized in an act entitled
“An act to provide for the construction of a memorial bridge across the
Potomse River from a point near the Lincoln Memorial in the elty
of Washington to an appropriate point in the State of Virginia, and
for other purposes,” approved February 24, 1925, to be expended in
aceordance with the provisions and conditions of the said act, $2,500,-
000, inclnding all necessary incidental and contingent expenses, print-
ing and binding, and traveling expenses, to be available immediately and
to remain available until expended.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of getting information. In line 24, page
6, T see a provision for traveling expenses of some one in con-
nection with the building of the Memorial Bridge over the Po-
tomac River at Washington. What traveling expenses could
there be in that connection?

Mr. WOOD. It is traveling expenses to send some engineer
from the city of Washington to Pitisburgh or wherever they
may be making the steel for the bridge for the purpose of in-
gpecting it to see whether or not it is up to specifications.

Mr. HOWARD. That is enough.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY

For chief of bureau and other personal services In the District of
Columbla in accordance with the classification act of 1923; contin-
gent expenses, including travellng expenses; per diem in lleu of sub-
gistenee ; supplles; stationery; purchase and exchange of equipment;
not to exceed $100 for law books, books of reference, and periodicals;
and not to exceed $£150 for street-ear fare; In all $210,000, of which
amount not to exceed $146,460 may be expended for personal servlces
in the District of Columbia.

Mr. BYRNS, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment,
which I send to the desk,
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Byrns: Page 8, Une 1, atr[kel out the
figures * $210.000," and ipsert in lieu thereof the figures * $150,000."

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I am frank to say to the com-
mittee that if I thought it would carry I wounld offer an
amendment to strike out the paragraph and ellminate this
entire appropriation, I say that for this reason: Without dis-
counting any good that this Bureau of Efficiency has accom-
plished in the past, I feel that the work performed by the
bureau is, if not duplication, a work that should be and can be
done by other bureaus. This bureau was established, I think,
in 1812 or 1913. At the time it was established there was no
burean or activity of the Government which was devoting its
time and attention to the guestion of efficiency and economy
in the various departments. RSince that time we have passed
the Budget law. The Director of the Budget, a gentleman of
very great ability, and who has a very earnest desire to serve
the Government, has under his control appropriations amount-
ing, if I mistake not, to $190,000; and when you add to that
the salaries paid to other employees in the departments who
are detailed to the Bureau of the Budget, this burean is cost-
ing the Government, if I remember correctly, something like
$300,000 per year, and he has salaried officlals getting five and
six thousand dollars a year, one of whom is stationed in each
one of the various departments, and for what purpose? For
the purpose of keeping in touch with the department and
ascertaining and informing the Director of the Bureau of the
Budget and the President as to just what is being done, what
employees can be eliminated, and where activities can be coor-
dinated and combined so as to save the Government money
and enable him as the Director of the Budget to make recom-
mendations of economy to the President of the United States.
Under those circumstances why have a Burean of Bfficiency
performing, as I say, largely the very same duties that are
being performed and should be performed by this very efficient
Director of the Bureau of the Budget, with his very large staff?

Gentlemen here are familiar with or have read, no doubt,
many of the open letters that are being published by the
Civil Service League to the President In regard to the Bureau
of Hfficiency. I am not actuated by those letters in offering
this amendment. I am actuated solely by the idea that I be-
lieve you can save here safely at least $60,000 a year and
keep this bureau for the next year at the same appropriation
it has for this year. I know that in the hearings there is a
great deal said by the director of this bureau as to savings he
has made. If you take the hearings and read them, you will
find a paragraph devoted to this and that department in which
he says he went there and looked after the personnel and
saved thousands of dollars, [

There is no detailed statement made by him as to how he
saved it, except the mere declaration that so much money was
saved. Read the hearings and you will find that the alleged
savings are simply declarations on the part of the head of the
bureau, and I have an idea that the heads of these various
services, if called upon, would elaim that they are entitled to
at least some credit. He had $150,000 for this year and that
was the estimate the Budget submitted to Congress last
December, and yet this appropriation seeks to give him
£210,000.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BYRNS. I ask for five additional minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

Mr. BYRNS. I understand that the Director of the Budget
very recently submitted a supplemental estimate for $60,000,
and that the committee in reporting $210,000 has reported the
final estimate of the Director of the Budget. But, gentlemen,
there is not a line, not one single syllable, in these hearings
showing why this extra $60,000 is needed; not a particle of
testimony, not a letter from the Director of the Budget or the
President or anyone else to show why $60,000 should be added
to the present appropriation of the Bureau of Efficiency.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNS. In a moment, You gentlemen, or we as Mem-
bers of this House, are being asked to increase the appropria-
tion for this bureaun, which for a number of years has not had
more than $150,000 a year, to $210,000 without one line of
testimony, without a sgingle bit of information given to us why
this $G0,000 is to be added. Now, gentlemen, this is just a
question with you as to whether or not we are going to increase
the appropriation to this bureau, which, as I say, in my judg-
ment could be eliminated with all due safety. I think the time
has come to guit creating new comunissions and bureaus, and
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certainly. the time has come when we ought not to be adding to
the expenses of bureaus and commissions already in existence;
and if we are ever going to accomplish any economy or bring
about any economy, Congress has got to quit creating new
positions and new bureaus, and certainly we ounght not to enter
into the policy of increasing appropriations for those already
in existence.

Mr., WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the gen-
tleman’s amendment. The justification for the additional
$60,000 of which he complains is found in a communication
from the President of the United States, House Document No.
247, recommending this additional appropriation for the pur-
pose of making investigations in various bureaus. There are
some 10 or 12 of them.

Mr. BYRNS. That document was never put in the hearings,
and Members of Congress——

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman has served upon the Appropria-
tions Committee longer than I have. He knows as well as I
do that some information which comes to the Committee on
Appropriations is never put in the hearings.

Mr. BYRNS. Then I will say this to the gentleman, if he
will yield; I do not think that the committees of which I have
been a member have ever undertaken to report appropriations
to the Hounse and ask Members of the House to accept recom-
mendations without giving to the House in the bearings, and
making public in the hearings, the reasons which influence
them. What is the secret reason, if it be so secret, for this
particular appropriation? Why could it not have been included
in the hearings?

Mr. WOOD. I take very great delight in pointing out to
the gentleman——

Mr. BYRNS. Why did not the gentleman hold hearings in
reference to this $60,0007

Mr. WOOD. This supplemental estimate came to the com-
mittee after the hearings were finally concluded. The neces-
sity for this appropriation was perfectly cognizant to every-
body on the committee. The gentleman is not so ignorant of
these things but what he knows this very practice has been
resorted to a number of times. I want to call the attention
of the gentleman to some justification for this appropriation
and perhaps I can convince him of the necessity of this thing,
which I believe ought to be sufficient to appeal to any reason-
able man. Under an investigation made by the Bureau of Effi-
clency, over the objection of some gentlemen of this Congress
and some of the departments, the expenditures for salaries in
one branch of the Government, the Treasury Department, were
reduced $£250,000 a year, or more if you please, than the entire
cost of this Bureau of Efficiency. Now, in the opinion of the
President of the United States, what was accomplished there
can be accomplished some place else. I stated yesterday that
when this bureau was ereated it was born with the opposition
of every department of this Government because of the fact
that its function in representing the Congress was to inquire
inte their affairs, and many of them having archale methods
resented it, and repelled any Investigation which was made.
We have succeeded, by reason of forcing the Bureau of Effi-
ciency into these departments, in the saving of millions of dol-
lurs, until now, under the Budget system, we find that the Bu-
reau of Efficiency is the strong right arm of the Bureau of the
Budget.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. 1 yield.

Mr. BYRNS. If the object of this Bureau of Efficlency Is to
aid the Budget, why not put it under the Bureau of the
Budget direct? Why have a separate independent bureau—a
commission—to do the work the Bureau of the Budget is ex-
pected to do?

Mr. WOOD. In answer to the gentleman, I think that is a
very pertinent inquiry. There should be a consolidation, Some
gentlemen have been trying to consolidate the Bureau of Effi-
clency with the Civil Service Commission, a thing that should
never be done.

The CHATRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. WOOD. May I have five minutes more?

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOOD. There is some reason for the contention of the
genfleman from Tennessee. It would be consistent to con-

The time of the gentleman from Indiana

solidate the Bureau of Efficiency with the Bureau of the
Badget, for the reason that the Budget Bureau, in making its
estimates, must depend upon surveys made in the various de-
partments, and the only agency to conduct these surveys, ex-
cept an advisory agency within that bureau, 1s the Bureau of
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Efficiency. I introduced a bill a few years ago for the purpose
of consolidating various offices, giving the President the power
to consolidate them. It was referred to the ecoordinating com-
mittee. They adopted my bill ; but the Cabinet officers, jealous
of their jurisdiction, just as courts are jealous of their juris-
diction, could never agree.

Like the gentleman from Tennessee, I would like to make the
Bureau of Efficiency a part and parcel of the Bureau of the
Budget. But you should not destroy it, because if you did you
would destroy the very means whereby the Budget is saving
millions of dollars to the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to
gtrike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am very
happy to hear from the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woon],
chairman of the Subcommittee on Appropriations, this word
of commendation of the Bureaun of Efficiency, because a great
deal that I have been able to learn otherwise Is not entirely
complimentary to that bureau. Its work does not commend
itself to everyone who has occasion to look into it and see
how it is operating. In connection with it there is one, or
more than one, In each bureau or section of the various de-
partmenis who periodically makes ratings of employees, and
that is often done in & most arbitrary manner,

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Yes.

Mr. WOOD. I know the gentleman does not want to be
unjust.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Is not that true?

Mr, WOOD. No; it is not true.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan.
It is done periodically by some one.

Mr. WOOD. I will tell you how the ratings are made.
There is only one official from the Bureau of Efficiency, one
from the Civil S8ervice Commission, and one from the Bureau
of the Budget, so that whatever criticism may be made ecan
not attach more than to the extent of one-third to the Burean
of Efficiency. My experience has been that had reclassifica-
tion been left entirely to the Bureau of Efficiency there would
not be any complaint.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. The gentleman says when
a mistake is made only one-third of it is ehargeable against
the Bureau of Efficlency. Yet for everything that has been
done properly by the Budget Bureau, he would have you be-
lieve that we must give the Bureaun of Efficiency full eredit.

It seems to me I have received guite correct information in
regard to how these ratings of efficlency of employees through-
out the departments are made. They are made in most in-
stances at least by somebody immediately in the office or
division or section and reported to somebody higher up, and
still higher up, until they reach the members of the Bureaun
of Efficiency, and those ratings are made in a very arbitrary
manner, evidently in many instances with little if any proper
or intelligent basis,

Now, I sympathize and agree with the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Byrys] in what he said about the difficulty ex-
perienced by Congress in getting information as to whether or
not recommendations made by the Bureau of the Budget and
later by the Committee on Appropriations are proper, too high
or too low.

Officials from the different bureaus go before the Bureau of
the Budget, every one of them with his hat in his hand and his
heart in his month, frightened to death, for fear that too much
money will be asked. A threat is held over every one of them
that if he attempts to go over the head of the Budget Burean
and communicate with a committee of Congress or with indi-
vidual Members of Congress for the purpose of getting a larger
appropriation than the Bureau of the Budget has recommended
he is liable to lose his official head. I have talked with the
heads of some of these bureans, talked with them about appro-
priations and asked them whether or not the amounts recom-
mended to Congress were sufficient. I found them loth to talk,
unwilling to volunteer any information. They say, “I will
answer any questions you ask. You as a Member of Congress
have a right to ask me questions, but I ean not volunteer any
statement.”

Anybody reading these hearings must be impressed with the
fact that they are very meager and do not carry the informa-
tion which the old hearings did.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, T should like
to have the attention of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.

Who makes these ratings?
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Woon] for a moment. Frankly I have not heard an explana-
tion that is satisfactory or clarifying as to why this appro-
priation is increased $60,000 over that which is recommended
by the Budget. That is the question raised by my colleague.

Mr. WOOD, The question is entirely pertinent. I said in
my remarks a while ago, and I now reiterate the statement,
that the purpose is defined in Document 247. I think it worth
while to invite the attention of this House to the proposed
investigations, first, the reorganization of the customhouse
division and the office of special agents divislon in the customs
gervice. By reason of archaic operations in the customs service
of this country we are losing millions of dollars every year.
Some very interesting information has come to us, and the
gentleman can have it. That is one of the things that ought
to be corrected.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee.
in part?

Mr. WOOD. Yes; that is part of it.

Another reorganization is in respect to the methods in the
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. You have heard complaint
all over this country about the money we now have in circula-
tion. It will wear out in your pocket, and it ean not be washed.
We spent thousands of dollars a few years ago in establishing
a laundry department in the Treasury to launder our money.
We had to abandon it because of the fact that the texture of
the money was so flimsy it went to pleces when we tried to
wash it, The Bureau of Efficiency, through the cooperation of
the Bureau of Standards, has developed a new paper that it
would take a strong man to jerk in two. It will stand the
necessary wear and tear, and this will result, if you please, in
saving In one year more than the entire expense of the Bureau
of Efficiency, which is responsible for this discovery.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me see if I understand the
gentleman correctly. They have that paper now?

Mr. WOOD. The paper has been developed.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Then, what does the Burean
of Efficiency have to do with it if they are just proposing to
use it?

Mr. WOOD. I will tell the gentleman what they have to do
with it. They have to reorganize the whole scheme of printing
down at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing against oppo-
gition that the gentleman has some cognizance of. I do not
believe there is any one thing that will save more money with
less expense to the people of the United States and give more
satisfaction than this reform that is proposed with reference to
the printing of our money. Then we have discovered that by
reducing the size of the dollar bill we can save thousands and
thousands of dollars. The life of a dollar bill is about six
weeks, and the life of a $10 bill is about six months.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Now, may I ask the gentleman,
tlhie Bureau of Efficlency has discovered that, has it?

Mr. WOOD, Yes, sir.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Then, what is the use of keep-
ing it up if we know it?

Mr, WOOD. It is simply one of the incidents. They have to
inaugurate and install the system, What would be the use of
discovering the radio unless you had some way of giving it
execution?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for five more minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. BYRNS, I would like to have some gentleman tell me
just what the Director of the Bureau of Engraving and Print-
jng, who is an exceedingly competent gentleman, with three
new assistant direetors at high salaries, is doing over there
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, if this Bureau of
Efficiency finds it necessary to make the installations to which
the gentleman refers, and has to even determine the size of the
paper money and what kind of paper shall be used and then
takes credit for the quality of paper which is established at
the Bureau of Standards. The head of the Bureau of Effi-
ciency seems to run the whole Government.

Mr. WOOD. I supposed the gentleman from Tennessee, being
a member of the committee, heard this evidence and knew
about it. The Burean of Engraving and Printing is in éntire
accord and is cooperating with and inviting the Bureau of
Efficiency to do this work.

Mr. BYRNS., I will say to the gentleman T am a member
of thie subcommittee on the Treasury bill and there came before
us the Director of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and

This $060,000 is to cover that
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he detailed all these things, as I remember it, and not one line
or one word was said about the Bureau of Efficiency or any
credit given to that burean on account of anything that was
done, and I dare say if the gentleman will talk to the director
he will tell the gentleman that he and his assistants are cer-
tainly entitled to a small part of the credit.

Mr. WOOD. I have information, coming from the head of
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, indicating that {(hey
invited and are ccoperating with the Burean of Efficiency in
doing this work. I do not know why the gentleman on the
other side, except for political reasons, wanis to destroy a bu-
reau that has for its purpose efficiency in government.

Mr. BYRNS. I want to say to the gentleman that there is
no polities in this.

Mr. WOOD. Well, I hope not.

Mr. BYRNS. It is simply an effort to bring abont a reduc-
tion in the number of employees in this eity, that the gentle-
man referred to two or three months ago.

Mr. WOOD. Yes; and through this very agency we have
reduced them.

Mr. BYRNS. And the gentleman gives no eredit to anybody
else in the Treasury Department except to this superhuman
chief of the Bureau of Efficiency.

Mr, WOOD. No:; I am not doing that, but the gentleman
knows himself that those who are in charge of varions bureans
are not willing, if some excuse can be found, to cut employees
off of the pay roll. The average man at the head of one of
these commissions or bureaus magnifies or diminishes the im-
portance of his bureau by the number of employees he has,
The gentleman knows that as well as I do. Now,.through the
administration of this bureau, even the Treasury itself was
convinced and came before the committee, of which the gentle-
man is a member, and agreed that they could get rid of these
200 men and women.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman, I suppose my
time is about exhausted.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has one minute remaining.

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may have five minutes’ additional.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection, 2

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the explana-
tion of my friend from Indiana touching this matter is not
satisfactory.

Now, as far as the size of the bill is concerned, for 20 years,
long before Brown was ever heard of, that matter had been
discussed. That is no new discovery. I do not kmow why it
has not been put into effect, but it is certainly no new dis-
covery. All the other matters to which the geutleman from
Indiana has referred in explanation have been matters of dis-
cussion here long before the Bureau of Efficiency was ever
created.

Mr. WOOD. I only mentioned three.
that I could mention,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I wonder if they are as lack-
ing In information as the three the gentleman has already
mentioned.

Mr. WOOD. I am not responsible for the gentleman's com-
prehension of the information that is conveyed. I have given
the items so that he can be his own judge, and 1 can give
the rest of them if he wishes,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I shall be glad to yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. WOOD. There is the organization of the Seerctary's
office in the Department of Agriculture—

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Are they not doing that with
the amount the Budget recommended? What is the $60,000 for?

Mr. WOOD. This is a part of what is supposed to be done
with the $60,000, the supplemental estimate. I want to say
to the gentleman from Tennessee that the Bureau of Efficiency
last year had 40 per cent of its time and personnel occupied
in doing a thing for which It was not created; that is, the
additional duties imposed upon it through reclassification.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If the gentleman will yield, I
understood the gentleman from Tennessee to make a sugges-
tion, and I want to see if I understand it. Do I understand
that this estimate came to Congress and did not go through
the Budget?

Mr. WOOD. Oh, no; it came through the Budget.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, The supplemental estimate
came through the Budget?

Mr. WOOD. Yes,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee,
gentleman,

AMr. WOOD. I can state other items to the gentleman.

I have a lot more

I will yleld further to the
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Mr., GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman says 40 per
ceut of their time was taken on matters that were not legal?

Mr. WOOD. No. They were legal but the bureau was not
originally charged with those duties. There was no extra
appropriation made for the Bureau of Efiiciency to perform
the duties Incident to reclassification. Various divisions have
contributed toward the reclassification, but the large per-
centage of it fell on the Bureau of Efficiency. I am told that
40 per cent of thelr time and personnel has been devoted to
this work.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I still think the explanation
is not satisfactory. The remarks of the gentleman made in
the beginning struck me as being somewhat strange when he
said that, of course, it was known that estimates came to the
Committee on Appropriations included in bills upon which no
hearings were had,

Mr. WOOD. Oh, the gentleman misunderstood me. I said
that this supplemental estimate, like many others, came at the
last hour.

Mr. BYRNS. Does the gentleman say this came before the
committee? :

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman state the time?

Mr. WOOD. The document shows——

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman means the subcommittee and
not the full committee?

Mr. WOOD. Both committees,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
pro forma amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 1
regret that I must take issue with the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee. I think the most favorable
sign that we have had for a long time is when a distinguished
member of the Appropriations Committee rises up from the
floor and takes issue with the chairman of that committee.
It is something that has not been done before for a long time.

But I want to say that one of the most important bureaus
of the Government is being attacked here at this time. I
have taken occasion since I have been a Member of Congress
to go to various bureaus to find out the inside work and to
make a personal one-man investigation of them. This is one
bureau that I looked into when I first came to Washington.

You bave not & more valuable man in the employ of the
United States Government than Mr, Brown, who is chief of
the Bureau of Efficiency. The chairman only gave you a few
of the important things that be is doing. In some depart-
ments concerning some employees you do not need any Bureau
of Efficiency; they are loyal, patriotic American citizens who
are doing their duty and giving 100 per cent service to the
Government. But concerning many employees in many depart-
ments you require a chief of the Bureau of Efficiency to see
that they give value received for the money they are paid.
And it is Chief Brown and Chief Brown's Bureau of Efficiency
that goes into every other bureau and department of the
Government and sees to it that the thousands of Government
employees give proper service to their Government. [Ap-
plause.] I am backing up Mr, Brown's department. -

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield? g

Mr. BLANTON. I am always glad to yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There are different opinions in
respect to the value of that bureau, but the great work which
it has done it has done with $150,000 for several years. In
these times of economy, is there any reason why that burean
should be glven $60,000 additional?

Mr. BLANTON. I will tell the distinguished gentleman, who
heads his Wisconsin delegation, why. A hue and cry has gone
ont that we are decreasing the number of employees all the
time, but it is not so, as decreasing has long since stopped.
There are more employees of this Government right now on the
pay rolls here in Washington than there were two years ago.
Is there a man here who will deny that? The employees are
now increasing, and whenever you increase the number of em-
ployees on the pay roll of this Government you increase the
needs of a Burean of Efficiency to look after them and see that
they render proper service to this Government. There are lots
of employees who could go Into their offices at half past 9
o'clock or 10 o'clock in the morning, or who could be late for a
half hour or an hour or two hours every day at luncheon time,
if it were not for the investigation and the requirements of
your Bureau of Efficiency. Whenever you find a man who pins
down on them, whenever you get a man who makes somebody
do his duty, you will find opposition to him,

Mr. HUDSON. And is not this true, that Mr. Brown and his
colaborers are now extending thelr work into the employees
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outside of the city of Washington, which will mean more work
and the need of more money?

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say that they have all that they
can do right here in the city of Washington. We ought to
heartily support this Bureau of Efficiency.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired. The question {s on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Tennessee.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr, Byeng) there were—ayes 32, noes 50.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chalrman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Bpeaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Becg, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 9341, the
independent offices appropriation bill, and had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

MUNICIPAL AVIATION FIELD AT YUMA, ARIZ.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request of
the Senate:

Ordered, That the House of Representatives be requested to return
to the Benate the bill (B, 2807) entitled “An act authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Interior to exchange certain lands in order to acqulre
land for a municipal aviation fleld at Yuma, Ariz."”

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the Sen-
ate will be complied with and the bill returned.
There was no objection.

ENROLLED BILLS BIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that the committee had examined and found truly
enrolled bill and resolutions of the following titles, when the
Speaker signed the same:

8. J. Res. 41. A joint resolution providing for the filling of a
proximate vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian
Institution of the elass other than Members of Congress;

H. R.6740. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Norfolk & Western Railway Co. to comstruct a bridge across
the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at or near a point about
two and a half miles east of Williamson, Mingo County, W. Va,,
and near the mouth of Lick Branch; and

H.J. Res. 153. A joint resolution providing for the participa-
tion of the United States in the sesquicentennial celebration in
the city of Philadelphia, Pa., and authorizing an appropriation
therefor, and for other purposes.

CONFERENCE REPORT—DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Bpeaker, I present for printing under the
rule the conference report upon the bill (H. R. 8722) making
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies In certain appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and prior
fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental appropriations for
the fiscal years ending June 80, 1926, and June 30, 1927, and
for other purposes.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock
and 82 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday,
February 22, 1926, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for February 22, 1926, as reported
to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONSB
(10 a. m.)
Distriet of Columbia appropriation bill.
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES
(10 a. m.)

Providing for the consolidation of the functions of the
Department of Commerce relating to navigation, to establish
load lines for American vessels (H. R. 7245).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO.
867. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secre-
tary of the Interior, fransmifting an itemized report of ex-
penditures made from the appropriation “Administration of
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Affairs, Five Clvilized Tribes, Oklahoma, 1925," as required
by act of June 5, 1924, was taken from the Speaker's table
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. LEA of California: Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce. S. 1226, An act to amend the trading with
the enemy act; with an amendment (Rept. No. 332). Re-
ferred to the Commitiee of the Whole Hounse on the state of
the Union.

Mr. KELLER: Committee on the Disgirict of Columbia.
H. R. 5043. A bill to establish a board of public welfare in
and for the Distriet of Columbia, to determine its functions,
and for other purposes; with amendments (Rept. No. 833).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr, HERSEY: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 5701.
A Dbill to designate the times and places of holding terms of
the United States District Court for the District of Montana;
without amendment (Rept. No. 334), Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: Committee on Pensions. H. R.
8132. A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain, the Philippine
insurrection, or the China relief expedition, to certain maimed
goldiers, to certain widows, minor children, and helpless chil-
dren of such soldiers and sailors, and for other purposes;
withont amendment (Rept. No. 338). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. DOWELL: Committee on Roads, H. R. 9504. A Dbill
to amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United
Stafes shail aid the States in the constructlon of rural post
roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as
amended and supplemented, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept, No. 339). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. COYLE: Committee on Naval Affairs. . R. 8725. A
bill to establish the warrant grade of pay clerk and the com-
missioned warrant grades of chief marine gunner, chief guarter-
master clerk, and chief pay clerk in the Unifed States Marine
Corps; without amendment (Rept. No. 340). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, ?

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. I. R. 1961. A
bill for the relief of B. G. Oosterbaan; without amendment
(Rept. No. 335). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr, THOMAS: Committee on Claims, II. R. 4124, A Dbill
for the relief of the State Bank & Trust Co. of Fayetteville,
Tenn. ; without amendment (Rept. No. 336). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. CARPENTER: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6003. A
bill for the relief of Charles B. Beck; without amendment
(Rept. No. 337). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. SWING : Committee on Claims. H. R. 6615. A bill for
the relief of Nohle-Gilbertson Co., a corporation, of Buford,
N. Dak. ; without amendment (Rept. No. 341), Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: Committee on Claims. H. R. 2311.
A Dbill for the relief of Harvey Dunkin; without amendment
(Rept. No. 343). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. SEARS of Nebraska : Committee on Claims. H. R. 5063,
A bill for the relief of P, H. Donlon ; without amendment (Rept.
No. 344). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6080. A
bill for the relief of J. M. Hedrick ; with an amendment (Rept.
No. 345). Referred to the Committee of the YWhole House,

Mr. MORROW : Committee on Claims. H. R. 7027. A bill
for the relief of J. B. Elllott; without amendment (Rept. No.
346). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SABATH : Committee on Clalms. H. R. 8176. A bill for
the relief of Walter W. Price; with amendments (Rept. No.
847). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Clalms. H. R. 8806. A
bill for the relief of Enriqueta Koch v de Jeanneret; with an
amendment (Rept, No. 348). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House,
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R, 9592) to revise and in-
crease the rate of pension to certain widows, former widows,
and children of soldliers, sailors, and marines of the Ciyvil War.
the war with Mexico, and the war of 1812, and to certain Army
nurses; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions,

By Mr, CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 9503) to amend the act
of February 11, 1924, entitled “An act to equip the United
States Penitentiary, Leavenworth, Kans, for the manufacture
of supplies for the use of the Government, for the compensation
of prisoners for their labor, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GRAHAM : A bill (II. R. 9504) for the appointment of
certain additional judges; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 9595) to anthorize the estab-
lishment and maintenance of a forest experiment station in
Porto Rico; to the Committee on Agrienlture,

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 9590) granting the consent
of Congress to the Board of County Commissioners of Altkin
County, Minn,, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi
River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. REID of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9597) authorizing the
appropriation of 850,000 for the establishment of a fish-hatching
and fish-cultural station in the State of Illinois; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H.R. 9598) to amend section 25 of
the interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. THATCHER: A blll (I. R. 599) granting the con-
sent of Congress to the elty of Louisville, Ky., to construet a
bridge across the Ohio River at or near said city; to the Com-
mittee on Intferstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. MORROW : A bill (H. R. $00) for the adjustment of
water-right and construction charges on the Carlsbad irriga-
tion project, New Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 9601) regulating Indian allot-
ments disposed of by will; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. BERGER : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 175) directing
the President of -the United States to eall an international con-
ference for the purpose of revising the terms of the treaty of
Versailles and to make public the secret treaties pertaining
to the cause of the World War now in the archives of the
allied governments and their associates; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BRIGHAM : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) estab-
lishing a commission for the participation of the United States
in the observance of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversaries
of the independence of Vermont and the Battle of Bennington,
and authorizing an appropriation to be utilized in connection
with such observance; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and
Expositions.

By Mr. BROWNING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) to
establish an industrial relations commission, defining its duties,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rules,

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and
referred as follows:

By Mrs. NORTON: A memorial of the Legislature of the
Btate of New Jersey, a Joint resolution urging the retention of
the naval alr station at Lakehurst, N. J.; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BERGER: A bill (H. R. 9602) for the relief of Hilda
Willrich ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (II. R. 9603) for the relief of
Clyde Cornish ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ESTERLY: A bill (H. R. 9604) for the relief of
Clair A. Koch; to the Committee on World War Veterans'
Legislation.

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 9605) grant-
Ing a pension to Anna Trost; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 96068) for the relief of L. J.
Houghtaling ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9607) granting a
penslon to Algle M. Philbrook; to the Committee on Invalid
Penslons.
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By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 9608) for the relief
of John Maika ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HOOPER: A bill (H. R. 9609) for the relief of
John W. Barnum; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LUCH: A bill (H. R. 9610) to correct the military
record of John J. O'Connor; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. MAJOR: A bill (H. R. 9611) for the relief of Edward
J. Costello ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9612) granting
an increase of pension to Mary Ward; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9613) granting an increase
of pension to Adelaide Thacker; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 9614) granting a pension
to Mariano F. Sena; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 9615) to correct the naval
record of William Dietle; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 9616) granting
an increase of pension to Barah F. Calkins; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9617) granting an increase of pension to
Emma Kingman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 9618) granting an increase of pension to
Grace A, Starring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9619) granting an increase of pension to
Jeannette L. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REID of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9620) for the relief
of Andrew J. Patrick; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 9621) granting a pen-
gion to Andrew 8. Deeds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 9622) granting an increase
of pension to Minora J. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9623) granting
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Hamme; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9624)
granting an increase of pension to Margaret J. Calhoun; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R, 9625) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary A. Phillips; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHITEHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9626) granting an
extension of patent to the United Daughters of the Confed-
eracy; to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. EDWARDS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 177) au-
thorizing the Librarian of Congress to return to Solomon's
Lodge, No. 1, Free and Accepted Masons, of Savannah, Ga.,
the minute book of the Savannah, Ga., Masonic Lodge; to the
Committee on the Library.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

757. By Mr. BLOOM : Petition of Catholic Central Verein of
America, New York State Branch, concerning the so-called
Curtis-Reed bill ; to the Committee on Education.

768. Also, petition of New York City Federation of Women’s
Clubs, concerning the activities of the New York Telephone Co.
and its parent corporation, the American Telephone & Telegraph
Co.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

759. By Mr. BURTON: Petition adopted by the board of
directors of the American Polish Chamber of Industry, Cleve-
land, Ohio, with reference to proposed immigration legislation ;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 2

760. By Mr. CURRY : Petition of Spanish War veterans of Sac-
ramento, Calif., favoring the passage of House bill 98, increas-
ing pensions to Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on
Pensions.

761. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of James L. Molloy, mas-
ter, house of correction, Deer Island, Boston Harbor, Mass.,
recommending early and favorable consideration of legislation
to increase the pensions of veterans of the Spanish-American
War; to the Committee on Pensions,

762. By Mr. GARBER: Resolution by the Retall Druggists’
Association, of Terre Haute, Ind., favoring Federal legislation
legalizing the right of any producer of identified merchandise
to enter into enforceable contracts, at wholesale or retail, or
both, for the protection of resale prices upon his own identified
merchandise; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

763. Also, resolution by the Butler Board of Commerce,
opposing the Gooding long and short haul bill; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.
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764. Also, letter from the chairman, leglslative board,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, State of
New York, urging favorable consideration of House bill 7180;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

765. By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of board of directors,
American Polish Chamber of Industry, Cleveland, Ohio, pro-
testing the Aswell registration of aliens bill and indorsing the
Perlman immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

766. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the
Building Trades Council of New York City, Long Island, and
vicinity, favoring the restoration of light wines and beers; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

T67. By Mr. RAINEY : Petition of Mrs. Frank H. Calloway
and 36 other citizens of Chapin, Ik, opposing the modification
of the Volstead Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

768. By Mr. SWING: Petition of board of directors of the
Automobile Club of southern California, urging appropriation
of funds for the building of needed highways in the national
parks; to the Committee on Appropriations,

SENATE
Moxvax, February 28, 1926

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Lord, Thou hast been our dwelling place in all generations.
Before the mountains were brought forth, before even Thon
hadst formed the world, from everlasting to everlasting, Thou
art God. We recognize the everlastingness of Thy presence,
of Thy power, of Thy graece; and we recognize the associations
formed in connection’ with those builders of the Nation in
Yyears gone by. g

We thank Thee for him whose memory comes up with fresh
significance to us this morning as we review the history of the
past. We thank Thee for his patriotism, for his splendid devo-
tlon to the interests that have had to do with the building of
national life; and we pray Thee, our Father, as we think of
him that we may think of his devotion in moments of singular
significance, as he bowed in prayer before the great God of all
and found for himself a refuge and strength in time of trouble,

Hear us, we beseech of Thee, that with profound understand-
ing of our obligations to the national life and to the npholding
of the principles then presented as in the past, may God help us
to exalt the Nation in righteousness, to make it as a perpetnal
blessing to humanity, a place of splendid opportunity, of high
and holy endeavor.

The Lord save us from meanness, from self-seeking. The
Lord help us to find our highest endeavor in fulfilling, yea, in
realizing constantly the fact that only as we trust in Thee can
there be given strength and perpetuity, and thus make national
life a benediction to humanity. We ask in Jesus’ name. Amen,

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Joxes of
Washington and by unanimous consent, the further reading
was dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will ecall the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Bayard Fess McKellar Backett.
Bingham Fletcher McLean Sheppard
Blease Frazier McMaster Shipstead
Bratton Gerry cNa Shortridge
Brookhart Gillett Mayfield Simmons
Broussard Gooding Means Smith
Bruce Greene Metcalf Smoot
Cameron Hale Neely Stanfield
Capper Harreld Norbeck Stephens
Copeland Harris Norris Trammell
Conzens Harrison Nye Tyson
Commins Heflin Oddie Walsh
Dale Jones, N, Mex. Overman Weller
Deneen Jones, Wash, Phipps Wheeler
Edwards Kendrick Pittman Williams
Ernst Keyes Ransdell Willis
Fernald Kmf Reed, Pa.

Ferrls La Follette Roblnson, Ark.

Mr. HEFLIN. I wish to announce that my colleague, the
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoob], is absent on
account of illness.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Currmis] is absent from the
Benate because of illness,
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